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ArTticte I. 


A Complete Hiftory of the Englith Peerage ; from the beft Authorities: 
By William Guthrie, Ef. Tlluftrated with elegant Copper-plates 
of the Arms of the Nobility, blazoned in the Heralds Office, by the 
proper Officers ; Copper-plates of the Premiers, in their Parliamentary 
Robes ; and, at the Conclufion of the Hiftory of each Family, Vig- 
nets, and other Ornaments, proper for the Subje@. to. Vol. I. 
Pr, 11. 10s. Newbery. 3 


HIS work is denominated a hiftory, to diftinguith it, as 

we fuppofe, from the jejune, fkeleton, undertakings of this 
kind that have before appeared in the Englifh language. Sir 
William Dugdale is the principal dealer in this walk of antiqui- 
ty, and he has, where he could not avoid it, been fo juft as 
fometimes to throw into his accounts of the noble families he 
treats of, the moft ftriking particulars concerning them that 
are to be met with in our common hiftories. The reft of his 
work is filled up with dry genealogical dedu€tions of dates, per- 
fons, and fucceffions, which, though indifpenfably neceffary in 
undertakings of this kind, are extremely tirefome to an unin- 
terefted reader. 

Mr. Collins followed, or rather copied, Sir William, fo far as 
the period of the latter’s work extended, which was, if we miftake 
not, to about the middle of Charles the fecond’s reign; and he 
completed his peerage down tothe year 1756, by a moft painful 
application to public offices, where inquifitions, deaths, burials, 
laft wills, and the like affiftances could be had, not without 
fometimes receiving helps from the defcendants or relations of 
noble Englith families. Both the above-mentioned works are 
fit rather to be confulted than to be read, but the prefent is in- 
tended for both purpofes. 
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To do the author juftice, it muft be allowed, that he hag 
brought to light many particulars of the Englifh peerage 
from manulfcript, as well as printed, authorities, of which 
former writers in this way were ignorant ; that his work appears 
to be conftru&ed upon an untouched plan, and may ferve as a 
fupplement to all the general hiftories of England. The new 
lights he throws upon the peerage are fupported with charac- 
ters and refic@ions, to which this fpecies of writing has always 
been a ftranger. Of the former we cannot give a better fpe- 
cimen than the chara&er which this writer draws of his pre- 
fent majefty’s royal father, the late prince of Wales, of which 
the leaft we can fay is, that it is as juft as it is elegant. 

‘His royal highnefs Frederick, prince of Wales, during the 
whole time of his refidence in England, may, with great truth, 
be faid to have been the darling of his father’s fubjeéts ; and he 
received early proofs of their affection, which he returned by 
reciprocal demonftrations upon all occafions, of his zeal and 
public fpirit. On the eighteenth of June, 1729, the heads of 
the univerfity of Dublin having come to England, and waited 
upon him for that purpofe, he accepted of their chancellorthip, 
and was fworn in accordingly. His paffion for the encourage- 
ment of literary merit and ingenious men, in every ufeful 
branch of knowledge, was perhaps greater, than ever was 
known in any prince of his rank, who had fo many other ob- 
jects to engage his attention, as his royal highnefs had. He 
gave private, but regular and genteel, penfions to feveral au- 
thors of genius, who, he underftood, had been but indifferently 
treated by great men; and his manner of behaving towards 
them was fuch, that the public never fufpe&ed they fubfifted 
by his bounty. What enhances the merit of this generofity the 
more is, that he was thus liberal at a time of life, when any 
other prince in his fituation, and with his income, would have 
thought he might have have omitted the exertion of fuch mu- 
nificence. He underftood the fine atts ; fome of them he prac- 
tifed, and his tafte in every branch of ceconomy and expence, 
was fuch as became his high ftation. 

* His attachment to whatever was beautiful and becoming, 
carried his royal highnefs to the moft amiable charaer and 
conduét in the higher fpheres of life. It led him to give fuch 
an education to his children, as to make their future dignity fit 
eafy and graceful upon them ; becaufe it was founded upon 
the nobleft principles of public, as well as of private, virtue. 
The love of their country was made the bafis of all their other 
accomplifhments, and it was early inculcated upon their tender 
minds, that they were born to be at once the fupports and or- 
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naments of the Britifh conftitution, and the Proteftant in- 
tereft. 

‘ But his royal highnefs, in no part of his character appear- 
ed with greater luftre, than in his ideas of Englith liberty. 
Though pure, they were practical, though refined, they were 
rational. Such was his zeal for conftitut:onal freedom, he did 
not think it fufficient that his convictions fhould lie within his 
own breatt, and be confined to his own family and cabinet; for 
he took care, though in the moft polite and obliging manner, 
to imprefs every one who had the honour to approach him, 
with the like fentiments ; and he had the peculiar happinefs of 
wording his anfwers to the public addreffes that were made to 
him in fuch a manner, as to convince all who heard and read 
them, that they came from the heart. 

‘ He loved popularity without courting, far lefS, affecting it ; 
for he difcouraged all popularity that was not virtuous, and un- 
ambitious of every object but the public good. He confidered the 
city of London as the great emporium of commerce, and he rea- 
dily gave his patronage and protection to every {cheme that was 
calculated for the improvement of trade and manufa@ures. 
This condetcenfion, and the even, affectionate manner in which 
he received and entertained fuch as applied to him for thofe 
great national purpoies, had prodigious effe&s, by ftirring up 
an emulation both in planning and executing fchemes of pub- 
lic importance ; and he knew fo well the abilities of thofe he 
confulted upon fuch fubje&ts, that he feldom was miftaken in 
the judgment he formed. Im the affairs of his own court, he 
was a generous mafter, and a firm friend, but with a quick, 
though referved, fenfibility, when he thought he did not meet 
with fuitable returns. In his political principles, he was per- 
haps more fteady than any prince under fuch temptations, to 
deviate from them, was ever known to be; and he was always - 
obferved to perform more than he promifed,. 

‘ Having faid thus much of his royal highnefs, as a prince, 
a parent, and a patriot, the hardeft tafk remains, which is to 
draw him as a hufband. I fhould not have mentioned a fub- 
je& which requires fuch ftrength, yet delicacy of execution, could 
], even without infult to his memory, have pait over a part of 
his chara&er fo amiable and /o f{triking, that his affe&tion for the 
excellent princefs he married, and the returns he met with, 
formed a pair fo completely happy, as to bring the conjugal 
virtues, even in this age, again into efteem and praétice. Their 
mutual tendernefS was crowned with mutual felicity ; and his 
royal highnefs in his more retired, and therefore unreferved, 
hours, bas been known to fay it to thofe who enjoyed moft of 
his confidence, and who have repeated it to his honour, that 
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though he never faw the princefs before their hands were joined 
in marriage, yet, he believed, if his royal parents had fent him 
over the world in fearch of a wife, he would have pitched upon 
no other; and that he would have made his choice from the 
elegance of her form, and the fweetnefs of her countenance, 
even though he had been precluded from her coriverfation, 
which rendered her far more endearing.’ 

The account of the Norfolk family is accurate, and correéts 
feveral miftakes in former writers, and may, of itfelf, be faid to 
contain a curious and entertaining hiftory (great part of it not 
to be met with in other authors) of the times in which that 
illuftrious name bore fo great a fway in the civil and military 
operations of England. ‘The author has treated the injuftice 
which the duke of Norfolk and his fon the earl of Surry met 
with from Henry VIII. with great freedom and feverity ; his 
reflections are ftrengthened by fome of the duke’s letters, which 
he has publifhed ; and the cafe of the duke of Norfolk, who was 
beheaded for his connections with Mary queen of Scots, is put 
in a quite different light from what it has ever yet appeared in. 
The obfervation with which Mr, Guthrie clofes it, is worth tran- 
{cribing. 

‘ I cannot, fays he, end my account of this great man, with- 
out obferving what has been omitted by our hiftorians, that, 
though Mary had actually entered into fuch engagements with 
him, that the looked upon him as her hufband, and probably 
was contracted to him ; yet it feems highly improbable, that 
any marriage had actually been performed, or confummated, 
between them ; becaufe Mary’s former hufband, the earl of 
Bothwell, was ftill alive in Denmark; nor do we know of any 
divorce that had been obtained between them from the pope. 
Some hiftorians fay, that a divorce was daily expected from 
Rome.’ 

This author’s account of the family of Seymour duke of Somer- 
fet is full of new and interefting particulars, and fupported by 
original family- papers, never before printed. His hiftory and cha- 
racter of the famous Sir Edward Seymour, fpeaker of the houfe 
of commons, and the great grandfather of the prefent duke of 
Somerfet, is drawn up with great accuracy and precifion. Af- 
ter mentioning the impeachment fent up againft him in the 
houfe of commons, in the time of Charles II. the author pro- 
ceeds as follows: 

‘ To do juftice, however, to this grsit man, it muft be al- 
lowed, that he was a true and a fincere member of the church 
of England; and, upon the main, a firenuous afferter of the 
Englith conftitution. Upon the acceflion of king James he op- 
pofed the duke of Monmouth and his party, and fluck by the 
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king, while the king ftuck by himfelf, that is, till his a€ions 
proved, that he was determined to extinguifh both the civil and 
religious liberties of his people. When the complexion of this 
prince and his court is confidered, and when we refle& how 
affiduous they were in their endeavours to bring every man of 
confequence into their meafures, it would be abfurd to attri- 
bute the coldnefs, with which fo confiderable a man as Sir Ed- 
ward Seymour was received, to any other motives but to his 
principles. His adherence to the church of England rendered 
him far more difagreeable to that monarch than if he had been 
a diffenter ora quaker. Sir Edward, on the other hand, feems 
to have confidered a lawful king, who made ufe of his preroga- 
tive as James did, to difpenfe with law, as no better than a 
tyrant, and worfe than an ufurper. It was upon this principle 
that Sir Edward was one of the moft early and eminent promot- 
ers of the revolution ; and it would be doing him injuftice not to 
acknowledge, that the fuccefs of it was owing in a great mea- 
fure to h'm.’ 

It is with great indignation that we obferve the authors of the 
Gentleman’s Magazine of July and Auguit lait, and fome other 
papers, have tranfcribed, almoft verbatim, from Mr. Guthrie’s 
work before us, without acknowledging from whence they bor- 
rowed it, fome very important anecdotes, tending to vindicate 
the memory of the laft-mentioned great man from two virulent 
charges brought againft him by the authors of the Continuation 
of Rapin’s Hiftory. The one relates to Sir Edward’s fuppofed 
enmity to general Ludlow, whofe eftate he had received by 
grant, which Mr. Guthrie unanfwerably proves to be a falfity. 
The other anecdote relates to the manner of his death, which 
this author likewife fhews to be ridiculous and falfe. Thefis of 
this nature are of the moft illiberal kind, becau‘e the thief 
might enjoy his booty even though he confeffed the perfon’s 
name from whom he ftole it. 

In the hiftory of the family of Somerfet duke of Beaufort, Mr. 
Guthrie has publifhed, from the original, a long letter fent by the 
famous marquis of Worcefter in the year 1652, to the powers 
then in being, offering them his fervices. The author very 
reafonably conje€tures that this letter having fallen into the 
hands of the lord chancellor Clarendon, was one of the means 
that induced the marquis to give up that moft unconftitutional 
patent, invefting him even with the regal powers which he ob- 
tained from Charles I. 

The account of the family of Beauclerc, duke of St. Alban’s, 
prefents us with fome very important obfervations and letters 
printed from originals, which are partly in cyphers, and which throw 
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great lights upon the fecret intrigues and management that 
brought about the reftoration of Charles II. 

We have, in the hiftory of the family of Powlett duke of Bol- 
ton, a moft curious hiftory of his own life, never before print- 
&, written by the celebrated marquis of Winchefter, the an- 
ceftor of that family, who enjoyed a longer and more uninter- 
rupted courfe of power and favour in the high ftation he held, 
than perhaps any man ever did, efpecially when we confider that 
he lived in the reigns of Henry VIII. Edward VI. queen Mary, 
and queen Elizabeth ; and that he held the great office of lord 
high treafurer of England, being no lefs than ninety-feven years 
of age at the time of his death. 

Our author has illuftrated the hiftory of the family of Ruffel 
duke of Bedford, from the rolls of parliament in Edward II.’s 
time, and other authentic evidences never before printed, 
which do great honour to his application. In the hiftory of 
the fame family, he has publifhed, from the originals, which are 
extant in the Britifh Mufeum, two letters from the firft lord 
Ruffel, in the time of Henry VIII. one of which is a ftrong 
evidence of the high favour in which he fiood with that mo- 
narch, who afterwards employed him in his moft fecret, but 
moft arduous, affairs abroad. We meet likewife with many 
other curious anecdotes of the fame family. The author’s 
account of the fhare which the lord Raffel (who was afterwards 
beheaded) had in the bill of exclufion, and the fteps which 
brovght on that nobleman’s death, is clear and candid, and 
his clofing refleétion is as follows. 

‘ This fubfequent behaviour of the people of England, is the 
beft vindication of lord Ruffel’s memory. The nation did not 
get rid of its fever of loyalty, and paffion for flavery, during the 
remaining part of the reign of Charles II. The frantic behavi- 
our of James at laft awakened his fubjeCts, and they adopted the 
very principles for which the lord Ruffel had fuffered, and had 
avowed at his death; fo that, after the revolution, he was re- 
garded as a martyr for public liberty. The parliament, to tef- 
tify their fenfe of the infamous proceedings againft him, and, at 
the fame, of his merit and innocence, paffed an a& on the 
16th of March 1688-9, for annulling and making void his at- 
tainder.’ 

Mr. Guthrie, in his account of the family of Cavendifh duke 
of Devonhhire, is miftaken if he thinks that account drawn up 
by Elizabeth Cavendifh never before appeared in print, though 
he, perhaps, is the firft author that has publifhed it from the 
original, which gives it a greater degree of authenticity and ex- 
ainefs. The author has done uncommon juftice to the biftory 
and characters of the other heads of this illuftrious family. The 
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hiftory of the Spencer family, (after that of Churchill duke of 
Marlborough is finifhed) is enriched with many valuable pieces 
drawn from old records, efpecially that part of it which con- 
cerns the two Defpencers, father and fon, who were favourites 
and minifters to Edward II. Mr. Guthrie places their con- 
demnation and execution in the following light, and we pre- 
fume the extract will be agreeable to every reader who prefers 
truth to prepoffeffion. Speaking of the elder Defpencer, being 
made governor by Edward of the city and caftle of B:iftol, * The 
queen, who purfued him, laid fiege to both; and the inhabit- 
ants being in her intereft, Defpencer, who was provided with 
no means of defending himfelf, was obliged to furrender the ci- 
ty, caftle, and his perfon into the queen’s hands. He was then 
above ninety years of age, and had, during the whole courfe of 
his long life, been irreproachable in every part of his condué, 
excepting, perhaps, too great a partiality for hisfon. The queen 
no fooner had him in her power, than, fuch was her thirft for 
his blood, the ordered him to be brought before her, dreft in his 
coat of arms, and other badges of diftinGtion, as earl of Win- 
chefter. She initantly afked him, ‘ What he had to fay, why 
judgment of death fhould not pafs againft him?” The old 
man’s anfwer was, ** Ah, madam, may God give us a good 
judge, and a good judgment; but, if we cannot have it in this 
life, we fhall have it in another.” Upon this, a charge againft 
him was produced in writing, by Sir Thomas Wake, the mar- 
fhal of the army ; and, without even the fhadow ofa legal pro- 
ceeding, he was, to the indelible reproach of public juftice, in- 
ftantly condemned to death, and executed. I am now to at- 
tend his fon. 

‘ Froifart, the French hiftorian, fays, ‘* That the king, and 
his fon, John of Eltham, and the younger Defpencer, behold 
the earl of Winchefter’s execution, from a window in the caitle 
of Briftol; from whence they privately efcaped on board a 
fhip.” The king’s intention was, to have gone over to Ire- 
Jand; but the wind proving contrary, he was forced to land in 
Glamorganfhire, and there he iffued writs for raifing troops in 
hisname. His flight for Ireland gave the queen and her fac- 
tion a handle to declare the prince of Wales, who, in the record, 
is termed duke of Acquitain, guardian of the kingdom ; and 
the earl of Lancafter was ordered to do allin his power to fe- 
cure Edward’s perfon, when it was known he was in Gla- 
morganthire. Walfingham, the hiitorian, fays, ‘* That the 
younger Defpencer efcaped to the caftle of Caerfilli, in Wales, 
which he held out till Eafter.” Be this as it will,it is certain, 
that the earl of Lancafter, chuling to proceed in the way of 


pegociation with Edward, that unhappy prince was fo much 
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intimidated, that he gave Defpencer up into his enemy’s 
hands, and he was brought to his trial at Hereford, where 
William Truffel prefided as high jufticiary upon this occafion, 
the queen herfelf being prefent. It does not appear, that the 
prifoner fubmitted to the jurifdiGtion of the court; but we have 
in Knyghton, one of our old Englifh hiftorians, the fpeech 
which Truffel made, in which he loads him, and his father, 
with all kind of treafon, when he pronounced fentence of death 
upon him, to be hanged, drawn, and quartered. This fen- 
tence was executed with the moft fhocking circumftances of 
barbarity.’ 

It is with the moft fenfible regret that, in perufing this ex- 
cellent and expenfive work, we meet with many inaccuracies, 
fome of them fo grofs and fo palpable, that they could only 
happen through an inadvertency that this author cannot be 
fuppofed to be guilty of, if he had revifed the copy after it was 
tran{cribed for, and returned by, the noble perfonages to whom 
it was fubmitted. We cannot help thinking, however, that 
he is partly blameable, eveo if that was not the cafe; and 
fhall, in reviewing the fecond volume of this work, point out 
the moft material paffages, and fuch as affe&t the fubje&t. In 
the mean time we recommend it to the author, as well as to 
the tranfcribers, printers, and all concerned in fo elegant a 
publication, that they will, in the fubfequent numbers, take 
juch care as will prevent all future complaints. We are in 
hopes that fome attention of this kind is the reafon why the 
work has been for fome time difcontinued ; and we cannot 
help, once for all, giving it as our opinion, that no work which, 
like this, requires the utmoft care and revifion, ought to be 
publiflied periodicaliv. Any reader of fenfe will difpenfe with 
the delay of a few weeks, and think it well overpaid, if the 
work comes to his hands with greater accuracy, and more va- 
luable information, 





II. Lettres, Memoires, 2 Negociations Particulieres du Chevalier 
D’Eon, Miniftre Plémipotentiaire de France aupres du Roi de la 
Grande Bretagne ; avec M. M. les Ducs de Praflin, de Niver- 
nois, de Sainte-Foy, & Regnier de Guerchy, Ambafadeur Ex- 
traordinaire, (Fc. Se. Sc. Lmprimé chex P Auteur, aux Dépens du 
Corps Diplomatique. 4to. Pr. tl. 115,6d. Dixwell. 

Atience, pliancy, and moderation, next to, at leaft, a to- 
lerable good underftanding, have ever been allowed to be 
the moft fuccelsful talents for minifters of a fubordinate rank, 
who ought to have a retrofpe& as well a$ a profpe@; and to 
fuit 
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fuit themfelves to the difpofitions of thofe for whom, as well as 
thofe with whom, they negotiate. The author or compiler of 
this voluminous prodution was the fubftitute of a fubftitute, 
and both of them, in their minifterial capacity, were refponfible 
to the tenant ix capite, the duke of Praflin, who was account- 
able to the lord paramount, the French king. 

It is evident, from the publication before us, that the che- 
valier D ,. by infifting upon his being mathematically right, 
was prudentially wrong. He did not confider that a fub-mini- 
fter, as he was, isnot to goto work with a fquare and com- 
paf& ; and that the line of grace owes its effects to its gentle 
obliquity. On the very face of his oppofition to the will of 
his fuperiors, as laid down in this work, there is the ftrongeft 
reafon why he could be no longer employed as a minifter : 
they knew that the moft promifing procefs of the political ela- 
boratory may be blown up by too quick a fire, and that the 
optic which ferves us for the ufeful purpofes of feeing and read- 
ing, when employed as a burning-glafs, may deftroy a maga- 
zine or confume a cabinet, be their contents ever fo precious. 

We are forry that the above reflections are neceffary for in- 
troducing our review of this work, the publication of which 
muft appear to every man of fenfe and experience in life to 
be the refult of impracticable abilities, which become not 
only ufelefs ,but dangerous, when influenced by difappointed 
ambition, or impelled by ungenerous refentment. A fhort 
ftate of the chevalier D ’s cafe, as laid down by himfelf, 
_ will fully illuftrate the propriety of our obfervations, and prove 
that though he might be right in every particular of what he 
advances, yet he muit be wrong upon the whole, becaufe he 
was deficient in that fe qua non of a fubordinate minifter, a 
due fubmiffion to the will of his fuperiors, who were, in fome 
degree, anfwerable for his conduét. 

In the year 1755, after finifhing his ftudies, the chevalier 
D ’s deftiny, as he tells us, drew him into embaffies, while 
his inclination led him to war, Cruel fate! efpecially confider- 
ing the high pay and eafy. duty of a French fubaltern in the 
field. He was fent to Ruffia, where he aéted, we fuppofe, as 
fecretary under one Douglas, a chevalier too, who, we are told, 
has been as ill rewarded as our author, and perhaps for a like 
reafon. In April 1751, the chevalier D , naufeated with 
a court-life, left Peterfburgh, and carried to Vienna and Ver- 
failles the acceflion of Ruffia to the treaty between thofe two 
courts of May 1, 1756. ‘The two minifters who had then the 
great management of affairs at the French court, the duke of 
Belleifle and the cardinal de Bernis, fent him, contrary to h’s 
inclination, which led him‘to a martial life, back to Rufiia 
7 to 
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to ferve under the marquis de |’Hopital, to whom he infinuates 
he was not only fecretary but tutor, as the marquis was a mere 
novice at Peterfburgh, where our author worked hard for three 
years, and refuled great offers, if he would enter into the 
Ruffian fervice. Being afflicted by the fcurvy, and threatened 
with the lofs of fight, he left Ruffia and came to Vienna, 
where the French ambaffador, the count de Choifeul, now 
duke of Praflin, entertained him with the utmoit humanity, 
(though he knew nothing more of him than that he was a 
Frenchman ;) and caufed him to be cured of all bis complaints. 
Upon his return to Paris, that nobleman’s coufin, the duke de 
Choifeul, procured him a penfion of two thoufand livres a 
year, which enabled him to return to his poft in the army, 
where, it feems, he was captain of dragoons, and one of 
marfhal Broglio’s aids de-camp. 

When the duke of Nivernois was nominated to be ambaffa- 
dor from the court of France to that of Great-Britain, he 
chofe the chevalier D—— to be his fecretary ; and was fo paf- 
fionately bent upon making his fortune, and fpoke of him in 
fuch favourable terms to his prefent Britannic majelty, that he 
had the unufual honour beftowed upon him of being fent over 
with the ratifications of the definitive treaty to France, where 
he received the order of St. Lewis and a pecuniary gratifica- 
tion. Returning to London, he was made minifter, and then 
minifter-plenipotentiary, as he fays, without his knowledge ; 
and from his conduét it appears, that he looked upon the lat- 
ter diftinflion to be a kind of freehold eftate, of which he had 
the life-rent. 

From the chevalier D——~-’s defcription of his own import- 
ance, an ordinary reader who fwallows every thing that is 
French, or of French manufaéture, muft imagine, that a kind 
of indelible charaéter is affixed to the name of fecretary, mi- 
nifter, and minifter-plenipotentiary. If he looks into Wi- 
quefort, Lamberti, and other authors quoted by the cheva- 
lier D » he will be confirmed in his notions; and to do 
our author juftice, he feems to have ftudied thofe authors to 
great perfection. But who appointed them the diplomatic le- 
giflatots ? Is there the leaft foundation for a legiflation of that 
kind? None. As the law of nations is no other than the 
practice of nations, the laws of legation are no other than the 
practice of courts, and their conformity to any general rule is 
merely matter of conveniency. Notwithftanding this, we can- 
not help thinking that fomewhat more than a tacit arrange- 
ment of thofe matters ought to be agreed upon among the 
European powers. But fuppofing that fuch a conflitution was 


actually to take place, it is ridiculous to imagine that it ought 
to 
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to affeét the internal police of a court, or the prerogative which 
every prince ought to enjoy of being ferved by what minifters 
or in what manner he pleafes. 

After the count de Guerchy, upon the return of the duke 
de Nivernois to Verfailles, had been appointed ambaflador-ex- 
traordinary to the court of Great-Britain, the chevalier D 
had the intendance of his houfhold (which feems to have been 
eftablifhed out of that of the duke de Nivernois) in London. 
The count, according to the chevalier’s relation, and indeed 
by his own letters, was diffatisfied with the expence of his 
houfhold before his arrival ; though our author, by the current 
accounts he has publifhed, feems to have been a very notable 
oeconomilt, as mutt be evident to any one who is acquainted 
with the charges of houfekeeping in London and Wettminiter, 
and who will take the pains to infpeét the feveral articles of 
his difburfements, as publifhed in this work. 

In the mean time, the court of Verfailles thought proper 
that, upon the count de Guerchy’s arrival in England, Mr. 
D ’s funétions, as minifter extraordinary, fhould ceafe, and 
that he fhould refume his office of fecretary to the embafly. 
We are afhamed, in behalf of a gentleman who has fome 
parts and learning, to particularize the abfurdities of condué 
into which this degradation, as he thought it, of chara&er, 
led the chevalier. As if he had been afraid of his own firm- 
nefs, he writes to his friend the duke of Nivernois, in the true 
. Scudery ftile, that if he thought he fhould be mean enough to 
change his mind (viz. in fubmitting to his degradation) to- 
morrow, he would throw himfelf into the Thames to-night. 
In another letter he burlefques an anecdote told of Charles 
XI!l. when he was little better than an infant, that if he took 
a town, the devil fhould not take it from him, by faying, 
‘* that if he was appointed a prelate againft his will, the devil 
fhould not deprive him of his bifhoprick.” In fhort, the che- 
valier adhered to his refolution fo firmly, and at the fame time 
behaved fo ridiculoufly and abfurdly, that the duke de Praflin 
fent him a letter of revocation, ordered him to repair to Pa- 
ris, and there to wait for his commands, but prohibited his 
appearing at court. Mr. D refufed to comply with this 
epiftle, or to prefent his letters of revocation to his Britannic 
majeity, for which he was very juftly, by an authoritative no- 
tice given in the London Gazette, difcharged from appearing at 
the ccurt of Great-Britain. His refentment of this ufage, unex- 
ceptionable as it was on the part of the French miniftry, broke 
out into various indecencies *, and have been crowned by the 














* See Critical Review, vol. xvii. p. 66. 
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very extraordinary publication before us, As to the fubfequent 
panics about being kidnapped, which the chevalier feems to be 
full of, and with which he attempts to alarm the people of Great. 
Britain, they are too improbable, and therefore too contempti- 
ble, to be particularized here. 

The above, as to fa¢ts, isa true and concife ftate of Mr. 
D ’s cafe, taken from the work we are now reviewing, 
which muft furely fill every man of hqnour with indignation. 
The letters he publithes were confidential; and thofe of the 
duke de Nivernois.are the effufions of a good, a friendly, and 
an unfufpecting heart. Few correfpondencies, unreferved as 
that between the chevalier and the duke is, could bear the 
fiery ordeal of publication ; but, happily for his grace’s cha- 
racter, it appears more pure from the trial; and the duke de 
Praflin, from the tettimony of thofe letters, and from the apo- 
logies that our author makes for his own condu, appears to be 
avery threwd minifter. Mr. D—’s letter of revocation above- 
mentioned, is dated Odtober 4, 1763. In this colledtion it is 
followed by an iotelleétual and perfonal portrait of that minifter ; 
but as we cannot anfwer for the likenefs, we fhall not tran- 
{cribe it. After the above date, the chevalier, it feems, re- 
ceived letters from other perfons at the court of France, by 
which it appeared they were entirely ignorant of his revoca- 
tion. This circumftance he immediately laid hold of to pre- 
tend that there was fome miftake in the revocatory letter, and 
he therefore continued his fun&ions ; whereas this incident 
only proves the duke of Praflin to be a minifler, who, like 
all other great minilters, carefully conceals the peculiar bufi- 
nefs of his own department; for it appears that he had not 
imparted the chevalier’s revocation even to his friend and coufia 
the duke de Choifeul, 

It is the province of literature to be impartial, and charae- 
ters of all nations ought equally to be under her proteétion. 
We can by no means agree that this publication can be of any 
differvice to the chara¢ters of the French miniftry. |The let- 
ters of the dukes de Choifeul and Praflin thew them to be 
men of fenfe and honour, and we think they redound to their 
credit. Even M. de Guerchy is far from appearing in a con- 
temptible light, from this colle€tion. He might think, it is 
true, that there is no world out of France, and that all Eng- 
Jand is not worth the money of bis appointments which the cheva- 
lier {pent : but this we apprehend to be the epidemical notion of 
his countrymen, who never have refided at London; for the 
duke de Nivernois, in one of his letters before us, very frankly 
fays, that he can do more with 1500 1. in Paris than he can with 


30001. in London. This, no doubt, appeared a moft mon- 
ftrous 
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firous paradox not only to the count de Guerchy, but to ail 
the French court, which, for feven years before, had not had 
an ambaflador in England; for M. de Buffy was not invetted 
with that diftinétion. 

We fhould ill acquit ourfelves as Reviewers, did we not ¢x- 
hibit fome fpecimens to juftify the amiable character we have 
given of the duke de Nivernois, the tendernefs of his friend- 
fhip, and the goodnefs of his heart, towards the chevalier D ‘ 
The following letter from his grace to that gentleman, is 
dated the oth, 1oth, and 11th of September 1763. 

© Pardieu, mon cher ami, c’eft une terrible choefe qu’une 
téte de dragon, & quand cela fe cogne contre une téte de mi- 
niftre, (comme mon ami Praflin) autant vaudroit fe trouver a 
un tremblement de terre. Sérieufement parlant, vous avez 
mal fait de lui écrire cette diable de lettre qui l’a tant ému, & 
vous avez mal fait auffi, avec votre permiffioh, mon cher ami, 
de faire dépenfer 4 Guerchy prés de la moitié des appointemens 
qu'il a par mois. Mais ce n’eft pas Je tout de gronder, il faut 
aller au fait & au reméde. II y a deux-chofes a mettre hors de 
fouffrance. 

1°. Votre état 4 venir, c’eft-a-dire, a l’arrivée de PAmbaf- 
fadeur. 

2°, La dépenfe actuelle 4 paier, Sur ce dérnier point, je crois 
qu'une gratification, foit fous votre nom, foit fous celui de M. de 
Guerchy, mais dans Pun & Pautre cas au profit de celui-ci, fervira a 
boucher le trou de vos diners, &F om n’en parlera plus. Quant au 
premier article, celui de votre exiftence future a Londres, 
Voici je crois [mais je n’en Juis pas far] comme cela s’artangera, 
& fi je ne me trompe bien fort, vous en ferez content. Vous 
Serex les fonGions le travail d’un fécrétaire @ambaffade, mais vous 
nen prendrex point le titre. Vous reprendrez celui de réfident &F on 
wous enverra pour cela de nouvelles lettres; attendu qwil vet glifft 
par mégarde, dans les premieres, une claufe qui ne les rendoit valables 
que jufqu’a l'arrivie de Pambaffadeur. Lorfque Pambaffadeur par- 
tira au commencement de été de chaque année pour venir paffer trois- 
mois & Paris, vous tirerex alors de votre poche votre réfidence, GF 
vous ferez les affaires en cette qualité jufgu’au retour du pauvre 
Guerchy, que vous les remetirex en-poche, © ainfi de méme chaque an- 
née. Aprés y avoir bien marement & amicalement réféchi, 
je trouve que cet arrangement eft fort bon pour vous. Car 
enfin vous ferez, moicnnant cela, réfident pendant quelques an- 
nécs ala plus importante cour de l'Europe; a votre egard, 
cela vous vaudra mieux que d’étre miniftre plénipotentiaire ail- 
leurs, & vous ne fauriez manquer d’arriver par-la, ou a une 
retraite fort honorable, on 4 quelque belle & bonne place a Ver- 
failles; or comme en toute chofe il faut confidérer la fin, j’argue 
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de tout ce que deflus que vous devez étre content. Quant 
aux appointemens, je penfe qu’il faut qu’on vous donne douze- 
mille-livres per an, foit comme appointemens, foit par forme. 
de gratification ; & je penfe que, fi on vous les donne, vous 
devrez encore étre fort content du cété de la finance. A ce 
propos je vous prie, mon cher ami, de fonger a une vérité que 
jai reconnue egalement vraie dans tous les pais: c’eft qu’ ex- 
cepté dans le places, qui par elles-mémes affichent la grande 
reprefentation, ce n’eft point par la dépenfe que la confidéra- 
tion s’obtient, c’eft méme plutét par la modeftie & par l’ceco- 
nomie, Cela eft auffi vrai a Londres qu’ailleurs, & notre ami 
le comte de Viry en eft un bel example. 

* Adieu, mon cher dragon follet, je vous embraffe trés ten- 
drement & vous prie de dire mille-chofes pour moi au bon 
Maty. Ma famille & madame de Rochefort vous difent mille 
chofes. Vous l’avez échappé belle de n’étre pas au Luxem- 
bourg quand vous avez €crit votre belle lettre au miniftre, 
car vous auriez eu les oreilles rudement tirées ; mais je crois 
qu’on les auroit baifées aprés pour les guérir.’ 

We here fubjoin, for the benefit of our readers who do not 
underftand French, a tranflation of the above letter. 

“© Egad, my friend, a dragoon’s head is a moft terrible thing, 
and when it encounters that of a minifter, (fuch as my friend 
Praflin), produces fomewhat like an earthquake. Serioufly fpeak- 
ing, you have done wrong in writing him that devil ofa letter 
which has difordered him fo much; and, by your leave, you are 
likewife in the wrong, inhaving made de Guerchy expend almoft 
half of his monthly appointments. But we are not to grumble, 
the bufinefs is to apply to the point, and the remedy.— There 
are two things principally to be provided for: 

«* Firft, your future eftablihment, I mean after the arrival 
of the ambafiador. 

‘* The fecond is, the actual expence to be defrayed. With 
regard to the laft head, I believe that a gratification either un- 
der your name or that of Monf. de Guerchy (but under what- 
ever name itis, the profit muft be his) muft folder up the flaws 
in your dinners, and then they will be no more heard of. With 
regard to the firtt article, that of your future department at Lon- 
don, it will (though I am not very fure) be fettled in the fol- 
lowing manner. You fhall do the duty and work of fecretary 
to the embaffy, but you are not to take the title. You are to 
refume that of refident ; and for that purpofe new letters of 
credence will be fent you, fuppofirg that, through inadvertency, 
a claufe has flipt into the former, which renders them valid 
only till the arrival of the ambaflador. When the ambaflador, 


at the beginning of every year, goes to pafs two or three 
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months at Paris, you are then to take your letters of refidence 
out of your pocket, and affume that character till the return of 
poor Guerchy, when you are to put them into your pocket again. 
After having, in a deliberate and friendly manner, reflected on 
this difpofition, I think it will fuit you extremely well, as you 
thereby become, for fome months, refident at the moft import- 
ant court in Europe. With regard to you, it will be better than 
your being minifter plenipotentiary elfewhere, and thereby you 
cannot fail of obtaining an honourable retreat from bufinefs, or 
fome fine fnug place at Verfailles. Now, asin all things we 
ought to confider the end, I argue that, upon the whole, you 
have reafon to be fatisfied. With regard to your income, I am 
of opinion they ought to give you 12,000 livres a year, either by 
way of appointments or gratuity ; and I think, if they do that, 
you ought to be contented, with refpeé& to your finances. Now, 
my dear friend, I beg that you would mark one truth, which I 
have found to hold equally rrue in all countries ; and it is, that, 
excepting in places where magnificent appearances are neceflary, 
it is not at all the expence, but the charaéter, that is fuccefsful ; 
and that charaéter is chiefly eftablifhed by modefty and oeco- 
nomy. This holds equally true at London as elfewhere ; and of 
this our good friend de Viri is a noble example. 

“« Farewell, my dear mad-headed dragoon. I moft cordi- 
ally embrace you, and beg that you will make a thoufand com- 
pliments for me to honeit Maty. My family, and madam 
de Rochfort do the fame to you. You had very good fortune 
in not being at Luxembourg when you wrote that curious 
epiitle to the minifter ; for you would have had your ears finely 
pulled, though I believe they would have kiffed them after- 
wards to have cured them.” 

All the other letters of the duke de Nivernois in this collec- 
tion are in the fame fprightly, but rational, ftrain ; full of 
friendfhip, modefty, and good fenfe. As to thofe of the cheva- 
lier, they are no other than commentaries upon the words 
puis minifire, puis fecrétaire, puis minifire. The reaforing of M. 
upon this text is very good, but it is all built on 
a wrong-headed principle. He fuppofes a fyftem where none 
exifts ; he fancies wrongs when none are offered: and there- 
fore we cannot be fo unjuft to-our reader and the printer, as to 
employ the paper of the one, and the time of the other, in tran- 
{cribing any of his letters, which, in point of compofition, are 
by no means defpicable. We cannot, however, put up with 
our author’s pedantry, in pouring forth on all occafions, very 
unappofitely, the {matterings he has of claffical learning, in al- 
lufions and quotations. 
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From reading the work before us, two national objects oc- 
cur, The firft is, the chevalier placing to account 1951. dif- 
burfed to feveral Englifh artizans of both fexes, belonging to 
the manufaétures of printed linnens, inveigled by Monf. Lef- 
callier from London and the adjacent places, to enable them to 
go abroad. We may think this poaching; but it is, in faé, 
fair game; it is what Englifhmen often pra@ife in other 
countries, and why was not Lefcallier to dothe fame in this ? 
Tt ought, however, to put the government and the police of 
this kingdom upon their guard againft fuch practices, which 
are undoubtedly of the moft dangerous and alarming confe- 
quences to a trading nation. 

The next confideration we have to offer to the public is ftill 
more important. No man of fenfe who has read the hiftory 
of Europe for two centuries back, can doubt that the French 
monarchy has owed its greatnefs to the univerfality of its lan- 
guage, more than the force of its arms. The latter, when op- 
pofed to Britons fAngly, has, by experience, been found to be 
defpicable ; when Britons have been joined by Dutch and Ger- 
mans, they have been but too prevalent. Thofe days, it is to 
be hoped, are now over; and the duke de Praflin has recourfe 
to his country’s furer fource of aggrandizement ; we mean the 
univerfality of her language, for, by the collection before us, 
we perceive that he has formed a proje& of a French Literary 
Gazette, towards which our work, among others, is to contri- 
bute. . 

This fcheme is found to be worthy the attention of that court 
and miniltry; and whatever its effects may be towards this na- 
tion, we cannot help thinking that it ought to dignify the duke 
de Praflin with the appellation of a French patriot; and it would 
be illiberal in us not to own that diftinétion to be due to his 
merit. 

It is, at the fame time, with the utmoft reluctance, that we 
acknowledge, from the publication before us, the French mini- 
ftry to be men of fenfe and moderation.; that their nation 
feems to be making wide ftrides towards liberty; which, if they 
ever fhall attain to, we are afraid afum eff de nobis; and that the 
author of the work before us has been all this while moft mifera- 
bly, like the ferpent in the fable, licking the file, and imagined 
his own blood to be that of the inftrument. 
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Ill. Examen des Lettres, Memoires, © Negociations particulieres du 
Chevalier D’Eon, Miniffre Plenipotentiaire de France, aupres au 
Roi de Ja Grande-Bretagne, dans une Lettre a Mr. N * * * *, 
gro. Pr. 5s. - Becket. 


HOUGH the circumftances of the gentleman whofe 
work is examined in this pamphlet, ought. to keep him 


facred from infult, yet we are forry to obferve, that he has in-: 


curred his misfortunes ina manner that entitles him to no fa- 
vour from any of his countrymen, excepting thofe who can make 
allowances for human frailty. The author of the performance be- 
fore us treats him asa literary aflaffin ; we with there was not too 
much reafon forthe charge. Hethen endeavours to convié the 
chevalier of falfhood on the title-page of his book, which the 
latter fays is printed at the expence of the ‘ corps diplomatique,’ 
or the diplomatic body; meaning, we fuppofe, a common 
purfe made up by the ambaffadors, and retainers or limbs of 
legation, in and about London. ‘ I have, fays this author, 
great refpe& for the front of a book, but I believe this title- 
page begins with a lie.” ‘ I am, continues he; acquainted 
with all the minifters refiding now in England, who are too 
converfant in Ariftotle’s chapter of oeconomy not to know how 
to put their money to a better ufe. I can anfwer for the 
envoy of B ; I can almoft engage for the minifter of his 
P n majefty; and I'll lay a wager that the refident of 
V never gave a fhilling towards this publication. Perhaps, 
indeed, the fecretary to the embafly from the crown of S———~ 
may have thrown away a few pieces; but a fecretary and a 
plenipotentiary can never conftitute the diplomatic body: we 
might as well pretend that a curate and’a clerk compofe the 
clergy of France.’ 

This examiner then proceeds, but not in a very candid 
manner, to diffeét the reft of M. D’Eon’s work. He tells us, 
that the chevalier has very improperly inferted the word zego- 
tiations in his title-page, and indeed we are of the fame opi- 
nion. ‘ The word negotiation, fays he, is only applicable to 
the affairs of crowned heads, efpecially when made ufe of 
by the agents who aétually negotiate them.’ ‘ Our au- 
thor, fays the examiner in another place, has fearcely given 
us any thing of his own; ’tis the printer who has made his 
book.’ This obfervation is virtually, though not literally, 
true. The chevalier gives us a great deal of his own ; but we 
fo far agree with, this examiner, in thinking that five pages of 
his book might more than comprehended all he fays. Our au- 
thor then proceeds to examine what M. D—— calls Pieces ju/- 
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ee Se ee 


stale oe. 28 ee oe 


x —_— oe a Se Se 


178 Examen of M. D’Eon’s Letters, Memeirs, fc. 


tificatives, or jultifying pieces. Moft of them, he fays, are 
mere matters of form and indifference; and indeed it cannot 
be denied that the chevalier has ftrained very hard to furnifh 
out materials for his book, fometimes even to a ridiculous de- 
gree. The author, who, by the bye, writes in the epiftolary 
ftile, then gives us a sketch of M. D’Eon’s unmerited good 
fortune, the fubftance of which is to be found in the preceding 
article. We mutt obferve, that this examiner writes like a 
Frenchman, to whom the honour of ferving his crown and ma- 
fter ought to be a fufficient reward for the moft laborious fa- 
tigues of the field and cabinet; aud he entirely filences the 
chevalier by obferving, that his fatigues in running all over Eue 
rope, from Mofcow to Vienna, from Vienna to Paris, from 
Paris to London, and forwards and backwards, and backwards 
and forwards, by order of the French miniftry, have been re- 
warded with a penfion of zooo livres. This is a /ubfantial ar- 
fument to convict the chevalier of ingratitude: tor, even by 
his own account, after all‘the office-dedu€tions are made, he 
might have put very near 701. fterling a year into his pocket ; 
a fum which, we will venture to affirm, exceeds the income 
of fome gentlemen’s fervants in England, even when we make 
the utmoft allowance for their card-money, board-wages, and 
other perquifites. 

After all, we cannot admit this examiner to be quite fair in 
fome part of his reprefentation of the chevalier’s conduct. 
* The fieur D’Eon, fays he, had no more hand than the doge 
of Venice in the peace of Europe: the duke de Nivernois took 
all the trouble upon himfelf.? By your leave, Mr. Examiner, 
this reafoning is not conclufive. In the firft place, we are to 
believe the duke de Nivernois rather than you, and his letters 
are full of encomiums upon the chevalier’s zeal, diligence, and 
addrefs ; which we cannot think he would have been fo lavith 
of, had D’Eon been deftitute of all merit as a fecretary. In the 
next place, whoever recollects the circumftances of the juncture 
mutt know very wellthat thedukede Nivernois’ legation here was 
a matter of form rather than bufinefs, all the thorny part of 
it having been adjufted long before among the other minifters 
of the twocrowns. But notwithftanding this obfervation, a fe- 
cretary to a French embafly at London, wiil always find fuffi- 
cient bufinefs to employ him, and daily opportunities of ex- 
crting. his experience and fagacity. 

.* The aid-de-camp, fays this examiner, was no fooner 
named plenipotentiary, than his head was turned. Some days 
ater his creation, when the miniftry propofed to him an alter- 
native. of titles, he haughtily anfwered, ut Cefar aut nibil, 
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and he is become the latter.’ We cannot help thinking that 
‘the tone of importance affumed by the chevaliet, which the 
more firm it was appears ftill the more ridiculous, expofes 
him but too juftly to the cenfure of ‘his exathiner. It is fel- 
dom feen that a French fub-minifter puts himfelf upon-a foot- 
ing with his principal ; and indeed fuch a condu& is abfurd ih 
the minifter of any nation. A public charaéter conferred by 
the fovereign is like clay in the hands of the potter ; and we 
are of opinion ‘that there is not a .man of fenfein England 
employed ‘by the government in the capacity which the cheva- 
lier D--— held, who would have hefirated one moment in em- 
bracing the alternative, and making his choice. 

The author next attacks Mr. D—— for pretending that 
his misfortunes were owing to his having openly efpoufed the 
caufe of the duke de Broglio at the court of England ; an al- 
legation which is too ridiculous to be refuted. The ‘illuftrious 
perfonage who, as he pretends, drew that opinion from him, 
is too equitable to allow him to fuffer for any confidential dif- 
courfe that paffed between them. There was a plain and af ‘in- 
evitable reafon for the chevaliet’s difgrace, and the London 
Gazette announced it to all the world. 

As we have been already fo full in our review of Mr. D—’s 
work, we fhall be the more fparing of either praife or cenfure 
with regard to this examination. The author is a good wri- 
ter, and his ftile is fuperior to that of the chevalier: but we 
cannot think it poffible to acquire any reputation in refuting a 
work which refutes itfelf. Neither has the author atted fairly 
in retailing Mr. D—-—’s letters to his mother, whom, this’ wri- 
ter fays, he infults in his negotiations, but, as we think, with- 
out foundation. 
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IV. Lxfru&ions for young Ladies on.their entering into Life, -their 
Duties in the married State, and towards their Children. By 
_ Madame \e Prince de Beaumont. 2 Vols. i2mo. Pr. 6s. 
Nourfe. a ted 


HE variety of attempts that have been made in the pre- 

fent age towards improving the education of youth, 
highly deferves the public acknowledgment. This is particu- 
larly true in regard to young ladies, whom the prevalence of 
‘ cuftom has hitherto confined rathér to the learning of tmodifh 
follies, than to the acquiring of ufeful accomplifhments. Dan- 
ting, finging, fpeaking French, playing at whift, quadrille, 
“&e. oe the excellencies of the fair fex.; while the cultivation 
Nz of 
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of the mind is almoft totally negle&ted. Madam le Prince de: 
Beaumont, author of the work now before us, has deviated 
from the common plan, in delivering her inftru@ions for the 
education of young ladies. She does not pretend to teach 
them any new modes, or fafhionable ways of making a fortune 
or figure in the world, but to ground them in the principles 
of true honour and virtue ; in fhort, the thews them how to 
love and ferve God,. to meditate on the Gofpel, to bring them- 
felves to athorough knowledge of the purity of its morality, 
and of the neceflity of praétifing it. Thus our author aés 
rather as an evangelical teacher, than as a modern fchool-mif- 
trefs ; and indeed the is not afhamed to acknowledge, that it 
has been her practice upwards of twelve years to teach children: 
to love and ferve God, and thus to obtain everlafting life. 
Yet what benefit has fhe reaped from her new method of in- 
ftruGtion? ‘ Nothing, fhe fays herfelf, but a few fubfcripti- 
tions extorted by importunity, and the title of a ridiculous. 
prude, that has invented auftere praGices utterly inconfiftent. 
with the high life becoming perfons of quality.’ ‘ But is it 
for that high life, fhe fays again, that God has brought us 
into the world? No, God has made us to know him, to love 
him, and to ferve him, and not to learn languages, mufic, 
and dancing.’ The reader will obferve that this is a good 
deal in the ftidle ofthe Tabernacle: . yet our author fays fhe 
does not take upon herfelf the title of a miftrefs of morality ;. 
fhe muft have ftarved with it ; fhe was obliged to fhroud her- 
felf under that of a teacher of French, hiftory, and geogra- 
phy. One would, indeed, imagine, from her talk, that the 
had been a Jefuitefs ; and that, under the cloak of teaching the 
profane fciences, fhe had a defign of introducing the popifh 
religion: yet, to do her juftice, fhe is very referved on that 
head; for, in the whole work, fhe has fcarce let any thing 
fall that can be faid to border upon popery, except the article 
of images, where fhe clears her church (for the acknowledges 
herfelf a Roman Catholic) from the imputation of idolatry. 
She fays there is a wide difference between fpeaking of religion 
to her fcholars, and juftifying it againft any calumnies: that 
her church was injured: that it abhorred idolatry: that it did 
not believe any virtue refided in the images: and that the ho- 
nour fhe paid them entirely related to the object reprefented 
by them. Had her fcholars, fhe adds, thought her capable of 
profeffing a religion tolerating idolatry, they were too knowing 
not to have abhorred both her and her inftruétions. But here 
our author does not feem to exprefs herfelf with any kind of 


precifion. If her religion does not tolerate idolatry, it tole~ 
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rates nothing but itfelf:- indeed, we with it were a greater 
friend to toleration; it would be much better for the good of 
religion, and the happinefs of fociety. - By tolerating idolatry, 
madam de Beaumont mutt certainly mean preaching up an ido- 
latrous worfhip; and whether it does or not, we leave to our 
learned divines to determine. This we fhall orily -obferve by 
the way, that according to this lady’s way of reafoning, the 
generality of the pagans, or at-leaft the moft fenfible part of 
them, were not idolaters ; for furely they did not believe any 
more than the Roman Catholics, that any virtue refided in the 
images; and the honour they paid them muft have been re- 
ferred to the objeéts reprefented, and not to the reprefentation. 
But thefe ladies were fo young, that they could not be called 
knowing; much lefs were they capable of judging of their mif- 
trefs, or of her religion: and even had they been capable, they 
would neither have abhorred her nor her inftrudtions, provided 
thefe were not. upon the fubjeé& of idolatry ; and as for herfelf, 
were fhe never fo great an idolator, we apprehend it would ra- 
ther have rendered her an objet of pity than deteftation. The 
truth we fuppofe to be this, that the young ladies knew ma- 
dame de Beaumont to be a native of France, and looked upon 
her as a woman of good fenfe and education, but gave them- 
felves no manner of concern about her religious principles. 
Perhaps it would better if this point were more attended to by 
parents, and the education of children were not committed to 
perfons of a different perfuafion : it is often the caufe of un- 
fettling the minds of their pupils,-and of rendering them indif- 
ferent about all religion. 

In regard to the praétice of morality inculcated in this work, 
our author will certainly appear too fevere to the generality of 
her readers: the doftrine the eftablithes throughout is intirely 
dnconfiftent with the cuftoms and maxims of the world: to 
practife it her pupils muft renounce the gay part of life, and 
forego all fafhionable diverfions ; there is no fuch thing, the 
fays, as reconciling God and worldly pleafures ; no ferving two 
' mafters: and if you complain to her of the feverity of this doc- 
trine, fhe defires you to expoftulate with Jefus Chrift. He is 
the author of the gofpel; and all the does is to perfuade her 
pupils to give attention to it. One would think they might as 
well give attention to Mr. W f. d; but madame 





de Beaumont defpifes the cenfure of Englifh critics; the is gone 
‘back to Paris, far out of their reach ; her health will require 
her to be abfent feveral years, and fhe even.doubts whether it 
will be ever given her again to behold the delightful banks of 
the river Thames. 
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So much for the religious part of this work:, ‘As:to' the me- 
thod and form, it differs very little from: this. lady’s: other 
compofitions, known all over Europe by the name. of Maga- 
zines, and this, though it goes by another title,. is properly a 
continuation of the Miffes Magazine. It is written in. the way’ 
of dialogue. The Dramatis\Perfone are Mrs. Affable, (viz. Ma- 
dame de Beaumont herfelf) and her pupils, Lady: Senfible,. 
Lady Witty, Lady Violent, Mifs Sophia, Mifs: Bella, Mifs Rural, 
&c. Shedefires the reader not to give himfelf: any. trouble in) 
regard to the originals of her fpeakers. ‘The: main.part has: 
been taken from the converfations of her fcholars ; the ground’ 
fhe worked on was real ;. the embroidery is the fruit of her own 
fancy. 

Thefe dialogues contain a whimfical intermixture of -hiftory, 
fable, romance, cafuiftry, points of law, political debates, and 
religious difcourfes. The converfation generally opens with the 
hiftory of the New Teftamerit, upon which Mrs. Affable makes 
her remarks. Then they proceed to the Roman hiftory, where 
Mrs. Affable now and then entertains her pupils with a dith of 
politics. lf the converfation takes too ferious a turn, fhe enlivens 
it with ai little ftory, or novel, always containing fome ufeful 
initraction. The dialogue, upon the whole, is fprightly and 
animated ; the charaGers very natural, and well fuftained. The 
obfervations are frequently judicious ; and the reader is often 
entertained with pretty, fmart queries from the young fpeakers, 
Sometimes a theological'queflion, or a cafe of confcience, arifes; 
and Mrs, Affable fhews herfelf well {killed in cafuiftry and’ di- 
vinity. One would think fhe had read all'the fathers and com- 
mentators ; when, perhaps, fhe has been affifted by. her father- 
confeffor: for the fays, it is neceflary to have a fpirirual,direc- 
tor, which is fomething bordering upon the dectrine of auricu- 
Jar confefhion, 

The young ladies of the prefent age will never relifh madame 
de Beaumont’s cafuiftry. She feems to be a rigid Janfenift ; 
fhe allows of no plays, balls, nor affemblies. But why fo cruel 
v0 the young ladies ? It is becaufe, fhe makes anfwer, it is at 
balls, at play-houfes, and aflemblies, the world generally ereéts 
jts throne ; there it is, that we contraé& fo many maxims con- 
trary to the gofpel, As youth muff take its pleafure, it is the feafon 
for merriments. Happy are the rich ;, it is a fine thing to be a man in 
power, Fc, Thele places are, therefore, extremely dangerous; 
and when, through an indifpenfable necefity, we cannot avoid 
being there, we fhould go as toan inteéted place. Very auftere 
indeed, Mrs, Beaumont! So, the young ladies of Great Britain 
are to look upon the theatres as places of infeGlion. But if 
they are fuch horrid places, why fhould we go thither art all? 
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¥s there any reafon to juftify our expofing ourfelves voluntarily 
to.a dreadful contagion? But how comes the theatre to be a 
place of infe€tion ? Becanfe, fhe fays, it tends to foment the 
fpirit of the world, and to intereft us for perfons really vicious, 
though poffefled of fome apparent virtues. She gives. us an 
inftance in the tragedy of Douglas. Dovglas’s mother is 
overwhelmed with grief for the lofs of her only fon, whom, at 
length, the finds again; this fon is a hero, that is, a man 
whofe chief ambition is to diftinguifh himfelf in battle. This 
fon is obliged to leave her, and in his behalf (for this lady is 
a Chriftian) fhe. makes the moft pathetic and moft moving pray- 
er. ‘* If there be a Providence,” fhe fays, ** it is obliged to 
watch over her fon, for he is a man of virtue.” What noble 
fentiments! A few minutes after this prayer, the fon returns on 
the {tage, juit expiring, forone of his enemies has affaffmated him. 
At this his mother falls into the moft violent defpair, breaks 
away from the company, and foon after news is brought that fhe 
has thrown herfelf from a rock. Now, fays Mrs. Affable, the 
heroine of this play isa mother doatingly fond of her fon, fo as 
to deftroy herfelf on his account, and the hero a man who is 
‘a ftranger to real virtue, and whofe mind is engroffed by ex- 
ceffive ambition. And yet we like the woman who killed her- 
felf ; and are extremely concerned about her fon. But Mrs. 
Affable does not confider, or is not, perhaps, acquainted with, 
the end of tragedy, which is to purge the paffions by terror and 
furprize, ‘The heroes and heroines are not always propofed as 
objeéts of imitation; but their tragical actions are reprefented 
on the ftage, in order to produce a terror, which fhould teach 
us to moderate fuch paffions as were the caufe of thofe difmal ca- 
raftrophes. This being the end of tragedy, that of Douglas 
will certainly be productive of fuch an effect, We look upon 
the mother of Douglas as a parent exceffively fond of her fon, 
jo as to lofe her reafon upon feeing him die by the fword of 
anaffaflin. This at once excites our compaffion, and ftrikes us 
with terror; it ‘teaches us to moderate our paffions, and to 
afpire to fuch a fortitude of mind, as may enable us to bear fp 
heavy a lofs, rather than kill ourfelves through grief. But in 
the charaéer of the fon, there is nothing reprehenfible; he 
loved war, and was forry to die before he had diftinguifhed him- 
felf by fome great victory. Such was the charafler of many 
of the great men of antiquity, who facrificed their lives in de- 
fence of their country, and whofe names are tranfmitted in the 
records of different nations to the latelt pofterity. 

We have done with madam de Beaumont as a cafuift and a 
critic : we now come to view her as a philofopher and divine; 
tor indeed the attempts to fine fn every thing. And here we 
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muft own, fhe feems to have a knowledge above her fex, a 
knowledge rather acquired by reading the works of {chool-di- 
vines than by her own meditations, Speaking of the parable 
of the talents in the gofpel, fhe fhrewdly applies it to three 
forts of perfons. The five talents are the light of the gofpel, 
which is given to all Chriftians, They who worfhip God and 
not Jefus Chrift, as the Turks and Arians, are they who have 
received the two talents. The pagans and the idelators, who 
are left to the law of nature, are thofe who have only one ta- 
lent given them. Now what does God require of thefe three 
forts of perfons? Te improve the talents they have received ; 
the Chriftian in labouring daily after perfection, by the prac- 
tice of the evangelical precepts ; the Turks and Arians, in pay- 
ing that worfhip to God, which confcience diftates; and the 
pagan, in periorming the duties of the law of nature, which 
God has planted in his heart. But what will be the refult of 
this fidelity in practifing what we know, and duly improving 
our talents? An increafe of talents, fhe fays, that is, of light 
and knowledge, Hence God, were it neceffary, would make 
his gofpel known by a miracle to him, who makes a right ufe 
of the fingle talent which he received, and of the grace given 
him for its improvement. This fhe pretends to confirm by the 
ftories of Cornelius the centurion, of Philip and the eunuch, of 
St. Pau! and Ananias ; all taken from the Aéts of the Apoftles. 
But, left our female divine fhould be fufpeéted of Pelagianifm, 
in {peaking of the power of pagans to follow the law of nature, 
fhe declares, that fhe does not mean they can obferve it by 
their own ftrength, for of ourfelves we can do nothing that de- 
ferves faith and falvation. ‘They are gifts purely gratuitous, 
as we cannot obtain them but by the afliftance of a preventing 
grace, which God gives to all men. He works in us the be- 
ginning and completion of our falvation, 

But not fatisfied with declaring that the pagans cannot fol- 
low the law of nature by their own ftrength, the goes further, 
and will not allow them to be capable of performing a virtuous 
action. After the moft-exa& and impartial examination, the 
has not been able to find in paganifm one fingle irreproacha- 
ble virtue. According to her, the morals of the pagan philofo- 
phers were depraved, and this depravation was a punifhment 
for their impiety towards God, fince having known him by his 
works, they did not glorify him. The fages of pagani(m, with 
all their philofophy, were bad men. And again, we fhall find 
among the moft moral pagans, vices honoured with the name 
of virtues; yet from the faithful practice of thofe falfe virtues, 
we are not to conclude they were upright men. There was 
not one virtuous man in Sparta, becaufe they were attached to 
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the pradtice of vice, dignified with the name of virtue, Strange 
indeed! Mrs. de Beaumont. Are nota regard to old age, tem- 
perance, frugality, fobriety, love of one’s country, virtues ? 
and were not thefe all practifed by the Spartans? That does 
not fignify, fays our author, they were only good qualities ; 
and of fuch even the moft wicked among us are not entirely 
deftitute. An avaricious man may be chafte and temperate, 
and may hate back-biting and flander ; thefe are very good 
qualities ; but they are only conditional; he fhall only obferve 
them while they do not clafh with his predominant paffion : 
fuppofe an opportunity offers of gaining a large fum of money, 
then farewel virtue, and all hatred of lying and flander, The 
mifer then will turn his back on thofe virtues, which feem the 
moft natural and dear to him, they always give way to his 
avarice. What then? Does that alter the nature of things ? 
or hinder chaftity, temperance, &c. from being really virtues, 
becaufe they fometimes are obliged to yield to a man’s predo- 
minant paffion? Yes, fays madame de Beaumont, virtue is fin- 
gle, and but one, and cannot be divided; fo that without lov- 
ing all the virtues, we cannot, in reality, be poffeffed of any 
one. Then becaufe a man is not chafte, he is a drunkard, a 
liar, an ufurer, a thief, and guilty of every vice? , But how 
is this to be applied to the poor pagans ? ‘ They areall ready, 
fays our author, to facrifice their good qualities, (for you muft 
not call them virtues) to their favourite paffion or propenlity ; 
and this hinder them from being really virtuous.’ 

The whole of this religious jargon, which denies the pagans 
to have been poffeffed of any real virtue, arifes from a fcrupu- 
lous delicacy of fome Chriftians in regard to the neceflity of di- 
vine grace. They imagine that to allow any virtuous action in 
a pagan, would tend to an indiffence in religion, and to dimi- 
nith the merits ofa Redeemer. But we do notfee how this con- 
fequence at all follows ; and if we may fairly fpeak our mind in 
regard to. the controverfy, which has made a great noife among 
Chriftians in different ages, it feems to be only an VOL TELA X fehy 
or verbal difpute: for if by the word virtue, we mean no 
more than a moral habit, which‘inclines us to perform reafon- 
able aétions, we do not fee how it is poflible ‘to maintain that 
among the pagans there was no fuch thing as real virtue. A 
perfon might as well attempt to prove that the pagans never 
performed any reafonable actions, that is, fuch as were agreea- 
ble to right reafon; which would be much the fame thing as 
attempting to prove that they were all mad. Some of the fa- 
thers, indeed, as St. Auftin, have fpoken contemptuoufly of the 
virtues of the pagans, as if they were only falfe virtues ; but 
then they fpoke of them only with regard to a future ftate, and 
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eternal happinefs. They allowed them to be virtues, but not 
fuch virtues as would lead them to heaven, but only deferving 
of temporal rewards. St. Auftin himfelf, in the fifth chapter 
of the sth book of the City of God, fays, that the Romans re- 
ceived. that empire and dominion, which fpread their name 
throughout the world, as a reward for their exttaordinary vir- 
tues. Hf their virtues were no more than vices, according to 
the doétrine of fome who pretend to think as St. Auftin, it 
would. fallow that God had rewarded vice; which would be a 
great abfurdity. 

But whatever St. Auftin might think, for he is of no au- 
thority with us, it is impoflible to fuppofe, that there was no 
real virtue among the pagans, without contradicting fcripture 
aad right reafon. From feveral paffages of the Old Teftament, 
it appears thatthe moral actions of the heathens had fome kind 
of merit. Thus, in Exodus, the two midwives, Shiphrah and 
Puah, received the divine bleffing for faving the Hebrew men- 
children,' whom Pharaoh ordered to be put to death. Thas 
the prophet Daniel advifes king Nebuchadnezzar to break off 
his fins by righteoufnefs, and his iniquities by fhewing mercy 
to the poor. And Sr. Paul fays, that: the Gentiles which have 
not the law, do by nature the things contained in the law, 
for thefe having not the law, area Jaw unto themfelves. Chall 
we fay, that the Deity rewarded evil aétions? That Daniel 
advifed the king to commit wickednefs ? That St. Paul fpoke 
too much in favour of infidels? And would it not be ridicu- 
lous to pretend, that, among the pagans, a child who loves and 
refpects his father does not perform a virtuous action ?: Or that 
a perfon: who expofes his life for the fervice of} his country, who 
relieves his neighbour in diftrefs, or ufes:- violence to himfelf ra- 
ther than indulge his unlawful paffions, is not a good man, and 
worthy of:praife-and reward? Does the difference of religion 
alten the nature ‘of the a@ion, and make that to be a virtue 
ina Chriftiam, which was a vice in a pagan? or vice verfa? 

But the foundation of this opinion is a moft unjuft and un- 
charitable prefamption, that all the good ations of the pagans 
proceeded from vanity and felf-love’; whence it is inferred, that 
they were vicious at the bottom, and, of courfe, unworthy of 
bearing the name of virtue. But-we deny that all the pagans 
without exception acted upon fuch a motive; both reafon 
and charity oblige us to have a better opinion of many of them, 
and believe that they embraced the fide of virtue, only to ren- 
der themfelves’ agreeable to the Deity: for they oftentimes 
made it a point of glory to defpife glory; gloriam qui /preverit, 
weram habebit. Liv. dec. iii. 1. 2. And Seneca, in one of his 
letters, obferves, that a’ perfon truly virtuous ought to defpife all 
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honour and reputation, and trample iv under his feet, when it. 
comes in competition with his’ innocence's juflus effa debet cumi 
infamia. And in another place the fame philofepher affirms,, 
that he who wants his. virtuous ations to be trumpeted about, 
facrifices to glory and not to virtue, gui virtutem fuam publicané: 
vult, non virtuti laborat, fed gloria. What foundation have we 
ro believe, that Scipio’s chatte behaviour in regard to the fair 
captive, was entirely owing, to a motive of vanity ? . Why. fhould 
not we rather think, that his intention was to do a. thing agree- 
wble to the Author of nature, and from a virtuous motive ? 
And indeed God only is the fearcher of hearts, and fees our moft 
fecret intentions, For us to give.a worfe interpretation to the 
atticn of others, than we fhould chufe. they gave to ours, is 
unreafonable and unjuft. The fame may be faid of all the 
other virtuous attions of pagans, recorded in hiftory. Is it.not 
unjult and abfurd to pretend that the friendthip between Pi- 
thias.-and Damon proceeded from vanity rather than from. af- 
feftion? By the like way ofreafoning, a pagan might mifinter- 
pret the virtuous action of Chriftians, and impute them to the 
tame felfith motive. Both: imputations are equally unfair. 
‘Phere is- no doubt but many pagans as well as:Chriltians per~ 
formed good aétions, to fatisfy their confcience, and becaufé 
they confidered' themfelves as. bound! fo: to. aét by the law of 
nature. All mankind have a ray of light; which excites them 
to the obfervance of that law. Whether this be fufficient to 
lead them to falvation, is another queftion belonging to the 
doctrine of grace; with which we have nothing to do: all we 
fay is, that it is impofiible to prove that the good-a&ions of 
the pagans proceeded from motives of vanity and’ ambition; 
. that if they were not owing to firch motives, they-were virtuous 
adtions, even though they might not lead to heaven, But 
furely if the pagan performs the duties of the law of nature, 
which God has planted in his heart; it is very hard to fuppofe. 
that the performance of thofe duties will not lead him toa ftate 
of future happinefs. The late ingenious M. de: Montefquieu 
is faid to have written a treatife, to thew thatthe idolatry of 
moft of the pagans did not deferve eternal damnation ; we 
could with this treatife had been publifhed, as. he entered into 
the depths of this moft important and delicate: fubje&, with 
that judgment, decency, and juftnefs, which diftinguith all his 
writings. | 
But if madame de Beaumont is not the beft philofopher and 
divine in the world, the is a very pleafing writer, and has a 
pretty fmattering in various branches of literature. Her parti- 
cular excellence is her manner of telling.a ftory, which, indeed, 
is moft agreeable and entertaining. Thofe who underftand 
French 
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French will be better pleafed with the original ; yet the tranfla- 
tion is natural and eafy. But what adds greatly to the merit 
of the work is its being enlivened with a number of excellent 
novels, from which the reader muft receive both inftruction 
and amufement. 





V.The New Tefament : carefully collated with the Greek, and corre®- 
ed, divided and pointed according to the various Subjeé?s treated of 
by the Infpired Writers, with the common Divifion intoChapters and 
Verfes in the Margin ; and illuffrated with Notes Critical and 
Explanatory., By Richard Wynne, A. M. ReGor, of St. Al- 
phage, London, and Chaplain to the Right Honourable the Earl 
of Dunmore. Jn Two Volumes. 8vo. Pr. 125. bound. 
Dodfley.. 


S the writings of the New Teftament contain the hiftory 
of our redemption, the rules of our duty, the difcoveries 
of a future ftate, and the like important fubjects, they are of 
infinite confequence to mankind, and therefore ought to be 
preferved with integrity and care. The various le&tions fhould 
be compared, and the moft rational and authentic adopted into 
the text... Theserrors of men fhould never be received: for the 
wifdom of God. Every palpable miftake-fhould ‘be rectified ; 
every, manifeft interpolation rejeéted ;.or, if ‘we may ufe the 
expreflion, every plant eraaicated which our Heavenly Father hath 
not planted, ‘This bufinefs, however, requires. the: greateft fa- 
gacity and judgment; and whoever undertakes to cultivate this 
holy ground, fhould take particular care, left he root up the 
wheat, while he removes the tares. The pun@uation, though 
perhaps it may.be thought a trivial circumftance, -fhauld be 
carefully obferved, as negligence jn. this particular will throw 
darknefs over the cleareft argument. Nothing, however, has 
been more injurious to the facred writings, than the common 
method of dividing them into chapters and verfes; by which 
means the chain of reafoning is broken, the fentences mangled, 
the eye mifguided *, the attention bewildered, the true meaning 
loft, and ftrange hypothefes invented: for the grofleft abfurdi- 
ties. and the moft flagrant blafphemies have been frequently 
defended by fragments of fcriptures. ¢ 





* «The clergy, as Mr. Wynne obferves, are not always at- 
tentive enough to the fenfe, while the eye is ftruck by thofe 
blank fpaces at the end of every verfe ; and this is one reafon 
why we have fo many indifferent readers of the feriptures in 
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2, Thefe divine writings fhould be tranflated with accuracy 
and fpirit. Our common verfion is, indeed, a valuable work, 
and deferves the higheft efteem ; but it is by no means free 
from imperfeétion. {t certainly contains many falfe interpre- 
tations, ambiguous phrafes, obfolete words, and indelicate ex- 
preffions, which deform the beauty of the facred pages, per~ 
plex the unlearned reader, offend the faftidious ear, confirm the 
prejudices of the unbeliever, and excite the derifion of the 
fcorner. An accurate and elegant tranflation would therefore 
be of infinite fervice to religion; would obviate 2 thoufand dif- 
ficulties and exceptions ; prevent a multitude of chimerical tenets 
and controverfial queftions ; give a proper dignity and luftre to 
divine revelation ; and convince the world that whatever ap- 
pears confufed, coarfe, or ridiculous, in the holy fcriptures, ought 
to be imputed to the tranfaior. , 

3. They fhould be explained ina rational and confiftent man- 
ner. Since the firft commencement of Chriftianity we have 
had a multitude of writers on the New Teftament; a cloud-of 
expofitors, commentators, harmonifts, paraphrafts, &c. whe. 
have overwhelmed the original text with loads of learned lum- 
ber, and entertained the world with a critical ordinary 


— ‘* chew’d by blind old {choliafts o’er and o’er.” 


Their compilations are daily repeated in a variety of different 
forms. A fet of taffelefs editors confpire to reduce the Bible to 
the condition of a man who is plunged into the fea with a mill- 
ftone fufpended to his neck. But—ser/es profundo, pulchrior eve- 
mit—its excellencies willappear. It has, indeed, been admira- 
bly illuftrated by a fmall number of truly learned and judicious. 
annotators; and in time, perhaps, we fhall have a complete 
commentary by fome mafterly writer, who is perfeétly {killed in 
the Greek and oriental languages, acquainted withthe circum- 
ftances and cuftoms to which the authors allude, feés thedefign 
and argument, confiders the context and conneQion, diftin- 
uifhes thofe difcourfes which were addreffed to particular peo- 
ple frem thofe which are. applicable to all mankind who con- 
- fults reafon, entertains worthy notions of God, :difregards the-. 
ological fchemes of faith, and * inveftigates the genuine doce, 
trines of Chriftianity with critical fagacity.and manly freedom. 
In what manner our author has executed the work before us, 


we fhall now proceed to enquire. 





* This track has been happily purfued by Mr, Locke, Dr. 
Clarke, Dr. Sykes, Dr. Taylor of Norwich, the learned author 
of aSecond Argument in defence of Chriftianity, Mr. Edwards, 


in a Treatife on Grace, &ce | 
§ My 
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¢ My principal defign, fays he, in this edition of the New 
Teftament, is ‘to refcue the fatred writings from the confufion 
into which they have been thrown by the modern divifion of 
them into chapters and verfes,’— 

* It is well known to the learned, that the moft antient m4- 
nufcripts of the New Teftament bave no other divifion but pa- 
ragraphs, nor any blank fpaces between the words, and but few 

nts.’— +. 

_ © Cardinal Hugo de S. Caro, who lived in the twelfth, [or 
rather the thirteenth ¢] century, firft introduced the chapters 
now in ufe, which he fubdivided by placing in the margin, 
at equal diftances, the letters A, B,C, &c. for the conveni- 
ency of references and quotations. As for the prefent verfes, 
Robert Stephans, a French ‘printer, was the inventor of them, 
in the year 1551. Henry Stephans, his fon, informs us *, that 
his father made this divifion of the New Teftament ona jour- 
ney ' [inter equitandum] from Lyons to Paris; fo that it is no 
wonder, this divifion’ fhould be fo inaccurate. This wild undi- 
gefted invention was introdiiced ‘into the fubfequent editions of 
the New Teftament, in all languages, and has continued to 
this time: bat no ether reafon can be afhgned for retaining 
this learned printer’s innovation, which greatly obfcures the 
fenfe of the facred writings, but its ufefulnefs in quoting and 
confulting them.” On that account I have inferted the chapters 
and'verfes in the margin, but without making a new fe@ion at 
the begining of ev ery chapter, or breaking off the line at the 
end’ of every verfe.’ 

© The Gofpels and Aéts of the Apoftles are here divided into 
feXions and paragraphs, according to the various tranfaftions 
related by the Evangelifts, and the Epiftles agreeably to the 
fubjeéts they treat of; without deftroying the conne€tion, or 
huddling together a variety of matter: in both I have, for the 
moft ‘part, followed Bengelius’s method §, after having com- 
pared it ‘with the Alexandrine manufcript. As to the punétu- 





+ In-order to give thofe readers, who are unacquainted with 
antient manufcripts, an idea of the manner in which they are 
written, our author fubjoins a fpecimen of the Alexandrian MS. 
which is fuppofed to have been written in the fourth century, 
and is now depofited in the Britifh Mufeum. 

t Hugo de S.Caro died An. 1260. 

* * «See his: prefuce to the * Concordance of the New Tefta- 
ment.” 

§ * Bengelius, after twenty years application, publithed the 
Greek Teftament, differently peined and divided trom the com- 
mon editions, in the year 1734.’ 

ation, 
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ation, I have been careful i in correcting it, ‘not only in the vul-’ 
gar tranflation, but alfo in the original, as appears by the notes, 
&c. Nor did I think the orthography to be negteGted ina work 
of this kind: for I have avoided all abbreviations in the text, 
and thofe modern refinements in fpelling, which are incon- 
fiftent with the genius of our language. 

« The text, in this edition, is fomewhat different froda the 
vulgar tranflation, which, at firft, I defigned to copy verbatim : 
but, on comparing that verfion carefully with the original (tho’ it 
is a good tranflation upon the whole) I thought it requifite to 
deviate from it fometimes, and frequently to alter the language. 
For fome of the words and. phrafes, familiar té our anceftors, 
are now grown fo obfolete as not to be intelligible to the gene- 
rality of readers: others are too mean, equivocal, or inadequate 
to the original, which perhaps is owing to the fluftuating ftate of 
our language; and fome paffages are not fo exaaly rendered 
by our tranflators, as a work of that kind required., . In all thefe 
cafes, I made no fcruple of differing from our public. tranfla- 
tion; endeavouring, at the fame time, to fteer in. a juft mediom 
between a fervile literal tranflation, and a paraphraftic loofe 
verfion ; between low, obfolete, and obfcure, language, and a 
modern enervated ftile. How far L,have fucceeded, the impar- 
tial public muft determine: | hall only entreat the learned 
reader to compare this work with the original, before ~he 
condemns it; for, though it is far from being free) from 
errors, I flatter myfelf, he. will candidly own, that itis more 
juft and accurate than any tranflation of the New. Teftament 
in our language. The fupplemental words, which are printed 
in the Jtalic character, will, I prefume, be found fewer in aum- 
ber in this than in any modern tranflation 3 befides, tia our 
public verfion, the interpolations are foonensle redundant, aad 
fometimes objcure the fenfe. I. muft farther.obferve that the 
Greek particles, which have a variety of: fignifications, and).are 
fometiimes mere expletives, are often improperly tendered, by 
our tranflators ; of this the tedious repetition of {and}, which 
is almoft the only copulative in our language, is a flagrant in- 
ftance. They not only tranflate the particles xyes, Ss, 74, &e. 
by and; but alfo render the Greek participles generally by’a 
verb, and tack it to the facceeding verb by the copulative and, 
which the original by no ‘means ftequires: for example, ods 
amoxprders cre is rendered, anD be anfwered anv faid ; not to 
mention numberlefs other inftances of a fimilar kind, which 
might be produced. Which for who is quite obfolete, and of 
tor éy is frequently equivocal, in the common tranflation of the 
Bible ; asin Pfal. cxi. 2. ‘* The works of the Lord ate great, 

| fought 
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fought out of all them that have pleafure therein ;” #.¢. inwefti- 
pe by all thofe who take pleasure in them. 

* As for the notes, they are partly felected from the beft critics 
and commentators, and partly occurred to me by a careful perufab 
of the original ; but I have only inferted the fubftance of the for- 
mer, without troubling the reader with thenames of the authors, 
or diftinguifhing them from the latter: this would have been of 
no fervice to the unlearned; and the learned will be at no lofs to: 
diftinguifh the one from the other. However, it would be un- 
juft in me not to mention the learned and pious Dr. Doddridge, 
whofe Family Expofitor has furnifhed me with many excellent 
notes, andilluftrations of ob{cure paflages in the New Teftament. 
Some of the critical notes may perhaps appear oftentatious, or 
of little moment, to acurfory reader; but I thought them ne- 
ceflary, as they ferve for a kind of vouchers for deviating from 
the vulgar tranflation, which has acquired a. juft veneration 
among us for its age and authority. For the fame reafon I have 
inferted its rendering of fome paflages in. the notes, that the 
learned reader may judge for himfelf, without the trouble of 
collating the two tranflations with the original ; and Cited others, 
to fhew the inaccuracy or obfcurity of it. 

‘ The Revelation of St. John L have not ventured to explain, 
and therefore have written but very few notes upon it; that 
prophetic book being involved in clouds.and obfcurity by Pro- 
vidence, for wife and good ends. Howewer, I have jut hinted 
at the general opinion of Proteftant divines concerning that 
myfterious book, in a fhort introdu€tion, to which I refer the 
reader.’ 

Our author has prefixed to the Gofpels, Aés, ie. a fhort ac- 
count of the facred writers, and fome other preliminary re- 
marks. 

The reader will be able to form an idea of the tranflation 
from the following extract. 


LUKE IX.’ 


28 ‘And it came.to pafs that about eight days after this 
difcourfe, He took Peter, and John, and James, and went 
29 up toa mountain to pray. And as he was praying, the 
afpe& of his countenance was altered, and his raiment was 
30 white as. lightning. And, behold, two men converfed 
31 with him; thefe were Mofes and Elijah, who appeared in 
glory, and {poke of his exit which he was foon to accom- 
32 plifh at Jerufalem. But.Peter, and they who were with 
him were weighed down with fleep; but being awakened, 
they faw his glory, and the two men who were ftanding with 
33 him. And it came to pafs, that as they were departing 
from 
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from him, Peter faid to Jefus, Mafter, it is good for us to con- 
tinue here! and let us fet up three tents, one for Thee, aod 

one for Mofes, ahd one for Elijah ¢ not knowing what he. 
faid. While he was fpeaking thus, there came a cloud, 34 
and overfhadowed them; and they feared as they entered 
into the cloud. Thena voice came out of the cloud, fay- 35. 
ing, This is my beloved Son! hearken to him And while, 36 
the voice was uttered, Jefus was found alone. And they 
were filent, and told no man, in thofe days, any of thole 
things which they had feen.’ 


Mr. Wynne’ s diwifioh by chapters is, in many places, very dif. 
ferent from that of the common tranflation. In fome inftances it 
is very proper, in others capricious: ¢. g. The 21ft verfeof the’ 


2d chapter of St. Luke, (wherein we are informed that: dur- 


Lord was circumcifed eight days after his birth) makes onei- 
vifion, or chapter; but the paflage above-cited is not thrown 
into a feparate divifion, though there is the fame interval in 
the hiftory. The 12th verfe of 1 John, chap. 21 write to 
yoo, dear children,” &c. is the conclufion of one chapter ; the 
next verfe,—‘‘ | write to you fathers,”+is the beginning of 
another, as if it was adiftin& addrefs to the fathers ; thoagh 
the words which immediately follow overturn this hyporhefis. 

- Inftead of fabjoining the notes which attend'the paffagé we 
have here extraéted, we fhall colle& a variety out of both vo- 
lumes, which’ perhaps will be more ator and entertaining 
to the reader. 

Mat. ii. 3. ‘* When king Herod biesiaa thefe words he: ‘was 
alarmed,” &c. 

— © Troubled, vol. tranfl. but rapzcow is to.canfe a gresterno- 
tion in the mind either by fear, joy, or admiration. Herodpwho 
was jealous for his crown, might be trowbkd at the news ;* but 
the inhabitants of Jerufalem, whom he oppreffed, would rather 
conceive hopes of deliverance from the birth of the Mefiiah:’ 

— V.13. ** And when they were departed, behold, an-an- 
gel of the Lord appeareth to Jofeph, * See. 

| © The angel, v. tr. But there is no article in the original ; 
though our tranflators have: often inférted it: in the: NIT. and 
frequently omitted the article when it is expreffed in the origi- 

al; I haveendeavoured to remedy this’ defe@ heréy*and ‘in 
fveral other places, without taking notice’of it in the margin.’ 

» = V. 16.  Herod—flew all the male children that were 
in Bethlehem, and all the territories thereof.” 

- © Tove waidas fignifies boys, or tales, in this place, as ap- 
pears from thé sellin article roug? . 


— Vor. XVII. Servember, 1764. on *) This 
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This tranflation may. be right, becaufe Herod had no occa= 
fion to flay the females ;: but the reafon affigned is not conclu. 
five. Mr. W. we dare fay, would not, for the fame reafon,. 
tranflate revs avysovs, male faints, 1 Cor, xvi. 1, &c. 

Mat. iii. 1z.. “ Whofe fan is in his hand; and he will 
throughly cleanfe his floor, and gather his wheat, into the gra- 
nary.” | 

 Dicitibeepiess purge, v. tr. an Englifh word improperly ap- 
plied toa threfhing-floor: he will cdean/e the floor with his fan, 
or van,‘an implement of hufbandry. ufed for winnowing corn.” 

We fhall have no critical idea of the wrvov.evtn xeigs, EFe. if 
we'take' out notions from the modern wan and threfbing-flaor. 

—+— jv: '8. “The Devil—theweth him all the kingdoms. of 
the world,” &c, 

© # @ fheweth him in idea, according to fome; or, thewed 
him: all’ the provinces of the Land of Canaan, according to 
others : but the word Koowes will hardly bear. this fenfe.’ 

It-is ‘hot td’ be fuppofed.that the devil gave our,Saviour an 
actual view Of the whole earth. The meaning.of Keocpos, esxou- 
perm, Fe. 'mult always be 2fertained by the context. They are 
often ufed to fignify a very inconfiderable, part of the. world. 
[See foh. xii. r9.°Rom. i. 9, iv. 13. Luke ii; 1. Adts xi, 28. xix. 
27.) We will fuppofe, therefore, that the tempter thewed. our 
Lord the principalities [See Luke iii. 1.] of. the, circumjacent 
countfy, and [dixwow] di i[played their glory ;. offering bim,; witle 
peculiar artifice; all the Land c,” Prom, [Gen.. xvii. 8.] and the 
throne of'David, which a filfe Meffiah would certainly have aa- 
cepted, as the moft effectual means.of accomplifhing his inten- 
tions. aay } 

—— v.21. “ ¥e have heard that it hath-been faid to thefe 
of old,” &c. 

‘ ie. It isa precept of the law delivered to. your anceftors 
by the adminiftration: of Mofes [Ex. xx. »3.] and nor fais fy» &e, 
as in the vulg. tranflation.’ 

xiii. 31. “* The kingdom of heaven i is like a grain. of 
muftard-feed, which—becometh a tree.” 

‘ The Talmud mentions a muftard-tree fa large that @ man 
might fit in it; and another whofe branches. covered a tent, 
ée.’ 

. Our author has omitted fome curious particulars concerning 
the magnitude and produce of thefe muftard-trees. in the 
Falmud.| The ftory, however, would have been more to the 
purpofe, and equally credible, if the rabbins had informed us 
that in one of thefe wonderful trees there was a rookery. 
Why do men of fenfe adopt fuch legendary trath? Plants of 
the ger kind, which grow to the fize of fhrubs, are ufually 
called 
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galled by botanical writers, plante arborefcentes. The word.dedeor » 
in this place, means nothing more : for, according tq our Lord’s 
account, when it is grown it is but the greatef among, herbs, and 
only faid to afford a reception for dirds. 
xiv. 27. ‘* But Jefus immediately fpoke.to them, fay- 
ing, Take courage |” 
‘ bagotire, confidite : have confidence. . . Thus the Bench fay, 
courage? 1 tied 
This att remark, we fup ofe, is to convince. the reader. 
that our author is ‘an adept in Englith, Latin, <erPfhte-and 
French): 





xxiii, 33. ‘ Ye ferpents! ye progeny of. all 

© ge You painted ferpents, which outwardly Apa benutis: 
ful, bur within ®are full of the poifon of the viper,’. d 

We can by'tto means fuppofe, with our ann ite, ‘that out 
Lord alluidesto'the beauty of a painted ferpent, 6 fennel ii in|: 
the text, the leaf? appearance of fuch an affected ¢ 1 Hog 65, 
xxvi. 452° Do you fleep on fill, and-ta ke scunselt 2 9? 
© I have’ rendered’ this fentence intertogatively, $ itis MAE? 
confitent'with thé fequel, Rife, let DS. be. gol ghee et o 5 

Mark iii2242°4 He's tranfpotted beyond him felf.? ne 

— ©He'is too iiitent on his bufines, efeotn : his. Aiea were 

afraid left his fel'vent'zeal ‘fhould be i injurigus to, his bealth.’, isi 
xX, sy “Fle thall receive an huadred- fold, now in this. . 











time,”? &e. , 
“7. ein hb pete fife, “he fhall have all "Bec comfort hen 


could naturally have in houfes and relations, from the delights 
of a poodéonfcidnté,’  &c. 

Thefe manifold advantages were more. probably, to. arife from . 
the affection; bétiewdlence, and multitude of Chatian CORMET LS, 
brethren in Chaff) 2 oat caletacaal 
xi. 13. ‘* The time of figs was not pote Sew: 

© i.e. it was already fummer (the paffoyer, which now ap- 
proached, being generally in April, a hot month, in that. ¢li- 
mate) though’ the time of gathering fas was not yet. gomess 
fo that our Lord might reafonably expect to find fruit on it, as 
the beft figs are ripe in Judea, the begianing, of fummer,?,. | 
xiii. 32. “ AS for that day and hour, no.man, Somme ‘ 
eth it; not evén the angels who are. in heaven, nor, the iol “ 


&c. 








‘2.8, (lays our author) with ‘refpea to his human: nature, . 
Luke ii. 372°“ Departed not from the temple,” &c. 

© She never quitted Jetufalem;, but living near the temp 
fhe conftantly attended the hours of prayer, &c. and fpent a 
great part of the night, as well as of the day, in religious ex- 
ercifes.’ 


O 2 Our 
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Our author frequently gives us a note where there feems to 
be no occafion ; telling us, for inftance, that to de in Egypt, is 
to remain in Egypt; that Peter ftretched out.his hand to his 
fword, when he ftretched out his hand, and drew his fword ; 
that to deftroy Jefus, is to have Jefus put to death; that hav- 
ing crucified him, is having fixed him to the crofs; that having 
a notorious prifoner, is having a notorious criminal in cuftody; 
and that Judas was called the traitor, becaufe he afterwards be- 
‘trayed his maiter, &c. If commentators would@ever attempt 
to explain what is evident, mor prove what is indifputable, the 
literary world would not be peitered with fo many volumes of: 
trifling Sere Me | 

Luke iv. ‘* He fhall'give his angels a charge, &c.” 

, Seniine e > Pe xcl. 1¥, 12. Satan here quotes SS. by fcraps,. 
AmitiNg the words zz all thy ways. ‘Thofe who follow the exam- 
ple of the father of lies, often j injure the czufe of ‘truth and com- 
mon fenfe by fuch unfair quotations.’ 

xvi, 8. ** And the mafter praifed the unjuft fteward be- 
caufe he had done prudently.’ | 

© O Kugws, the lord, vulg. tranfl. is fomething eqtivocal. It 
was the lord of that férvant that praifed him! for acting pru- 
dently, with regerd to his own intereft ; though’ he difcharged. 
him for fraudulent pratices.’ | 

John ii, 4. ‘**O woman, what have Fto do with thee i” 

© Tenor xxscos; which may be rendered, what is that to me 
and thee? gq. da. fince we are only guefts atthe fealt, ‘what con- 
cern is it of ours? for thetime for manifefting my felf by working: 
miracles is pot yet arrived.’ 

The fame form cf words occurs, Mat. viii. 2g. Markt. 24. v. 
>, 2Sam. xvi, 10. Xive.22. 1 Kings xvil. 18. &c. whrere it with not 
admit of the latter conftru€tion; our tranfiationy’ therefore, is 

ot altogether wrong, though the original’ has certainly a more 
refpeGtful appearance, and might, perhaps, not improperly be 
rendered, avhat have you 7) Say 10 me ? —Terxi, be raere LADO avoees 
Adysaies, Fc. were common ancient forms of addrefs, 
vi. 44. — * unlefs the Father draw him.” 

‘g.d. Your prejdices againft me are ftrong, ‘and, without 
the influence of divine grace, will prove invincible and fatal ; 
for fuch is the blindnefs and degeneracy of htiman nature, 
that none can come to me, unlets my Father draw him with 
the cords of his love, and the powerful inftuences of his holy 








init.’ 
“God might be faid to draw men to Chrift, when he prevailed: 
upon them to become his difciples, by miracles, promifes, ar- 

guments,. pesfuafrons, inftru@tions, &c.. See the next verfe. 
lobn 
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John xiv. 28. ‘ My Father is greater than me.” {than I; 


#.e. than Lam.] 

No note upon this paffage. 

xv. 6. ‘* Without me ye can do nothing.” 

‘ 7. e. Separate from me ye can.do nothing acceptable to my 
Father,’ | 

Or, nothing with regard to the converfion of the world, the 
purpofe for which the apoities were chofen. See verfe 16. 

Rom. v. 11., “By whom we have now reccived the reconci- 
diation.” 

As this is the only paflage in the N. ‘T. where z2radrayy is 
rendered atenement in the common tranflation, the orthodox di- 
Vines, in the firtt.tranfport of zeal, will certainly exclaim avainit 
our author for fubverting a fundamental tenet. But—ze fevi, 
magne facerdis—he is a faithful fon of the church. Tacrnete, 
Rom. iii. 25. he tranflates Gropitiativa, and sAazuclas, Heb. 
il. 27, he veudersto make an. atonement. 

1 Cor. xi..zg, —— ‘* drinketh judgment to himfelf.” 

‘ Kawa, damnation, v. tranfl. is.a very barfh expreffion, and 
wide of the apoftle’s meaning; who tells the Cormthians, ‘ia 
the next verfe,. that many of them were weak and fck. He af- 
terwards fays, verfe 32, we are judged, i. e. corretted, as the 
apoftle explains it in the fame verfe, that ive may not be condemn- 
éd.. Hence it plainly appears that judgment here Implies pater- 
nal chaftifemenis,’ 

xii. 31. ‘*Now, you contend earneffly about ‘the beft 
of gifts, and yet I thew you a, way of the higheft excellence.” 

‘To rendex this fentence imperatively, as the valg. tranil. and 
others have done, is, ia effect, to make the. apoftle contradi& 
himfelf,’ : | 

Suppofe we take Beza’s tranflation—yed affefate dena potiora, 
et porro iter vad excellcntiam, vabis indicabo.—-Where is the contra. 
diction ?.Does not the apoftle,.ch. xiv. 1 & 39, advife the Co- 
tinthians, tobe defirous of {piritual gifts? And are nor all his 
recommendations.of charity, his exhoctations to that virtue, and 
his direétions in regard to the condu& of fpirtual perfons, and 
the right ufe of thefe extraordinary gifts, confiftent with this 
advice? An attentive reader may perceive feveral diticulties at- 
sending Mr. Locke’s interpretation, which our author has 
here adopted. 

xv, 29, — ‘* baptifed in the room of the ‘dead ?” 

© 7, e, ‘Thofe who are juft fallen in the caufe of Chrift, but 
are fueceeded by new converts, who fill up their places, as ranks 
of foldiers advance to the combat in the room of their compa- 


tilons who have fallen in their fight.’ 
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M. Le Clerc, &c: have endeavoured to fupport this interpre. 
tation of the prepofition ux, by a paflage in Dionyfius of Hali- 
carnaflus, lib. viii. c. 87.in which the hiftorian tells us, the Ro- 
man confuls propofed to levy other foldiers vaep ray axcbavrrar, 

James ii,,14.- ** If any one fay°that’ he hath faith,” &c. 

« The apoftle, by the word faird, here means fimply an affent 
to the truth of the gofpel, without determining’ whether it be, or 
be not, efficacious ; and then*declares, that if’ this affent does 
not produce.good works, 4, é. the folid virtues of the heart and 
life, it cannot, be\accepted by God for juftification= “See ver. 17. 
But St. Paul hy faith meats 4 cordial and vifal’ affent to divine 
truths; .whitho influences the heart to a holy temper, and 
which, .according to the covenant ‘ef grate, entitles a man to 
divine acceptance,: without obferving the-Mofaic ceremonial law, 
and previous to thofe good works, which will naturally be the 
fruit of at.’ 

When, St, Paul, Rom. v. 12 fpeaks of Chriftian’ converts, 
Osx oprabeyrees, *> having been juflified by faith, be only means, that 
they had been received into ‘a fiate of pardon and acceptance 
with God.underthe gofpel, upoma profeffion of faith ‘in Chrift, 
without regard, to ang previous works, But'wher St. James afferts, 
that a.man,<is-juftified by works and not by faith only, he 
{peaks .of the -final juttification of mankind at the Jaft day. 
This...two-feld acceptation of the word juflifcation obviates at 
once. the feeming contradiction of the two apoftles. 

We fhall svot.trace our author through any more of his notes ; 
this fpecimen, we believe, is fufficient. He generally follows 
the deatex track, { Little points in typography he has adjufted, 
but great, pgiots in divinity he has left untouched. | 

. This, hqwever, is by no means adefpicable performance. The 
tranflation, in, many initances, is more perfpicuous and exact 
than the commen-tranflation. The notes are clear and concife; 

extremely well..calculated for the improvement of young di- 
vines, and readers of .moderate erudition. The author offers 
his. baok .to the ,public with great modefty and candour; and 
therefore. it deferves.a favourable reception. 


i. 





VL \The Times. A Poem. By C. Churchill, 4to. Pr. 2s 6d, 
Flexney, €&e. 


E do not remember, during the courfe of our under- 
‘taking, to have entered upon the review of any work 
with fo mach’ reluctance, as upon the performance be- 





* See Row vi g. ‘Tit. iii. 7. 1 Cor. vi. 13. where the word 
refers to fome time pat, and fhould ‘therefore be tranflated as 
above, , 


fore 
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fore us: however, we fhall endeavour to preferve that decency 
from which its author has too often’ deviated,o'| 

Cicero, in his pleading for Rofcius of Ameria, extols thie judg- 
ment of his.countrymen, we think, at the expence ‘oftheir morals. 
He tells us, they knew..thereowas no. crime but ‘might enter 
into the heart of man, and therefore they inventéd a punith- 
ment -for parricide, a fpecies of guilt which the Greeks ‘had 
not guarded againft, becaufe they could not fuppofe it to exift. 
If there is.acrime either in, or out of, nature, the commiffiion of 
which is incredible, it is that which is the principal obje& of this 
fatire, and which, were it not proved by legal conviétions, a vir- 
tuous mind would never fufpect to have a being. Indeed, 
‘we cannot think fo,ill of our own country-as to imagine this, 
more than infernal, vice is fo prevalent amongft us as Mt. C-— 
reprefents 5 and if we examine his performance by the beft mo- 
dels of fatire, he is perhaps indefenfible in this publication. 
A man who is .fo,4ar. loft to nature, decency, and virtue, as 
to commit .fuch a detettable. crime, is not to be-reformed by a 
fong, which jhe cannot, feel,-and:which may: fuggéeft to others 
‘ideas that perhaps might never have otherwife‘occirted. “A 
neighbouring nation, we mean the Dutch, have ‘that noble 
and well-judged delicacy to punifh :the exeorable pradtifers of 
this crime in the night-time and in filence, by fewing up the 
offenders in a bag, and throwing them into ‘the fea. ** ” 

Sorry we are, that the times afford too’ ‘much’ food for 
fatire. Such a writer as Horace would not have‘gone’out of 
his way in fearch of uncommon fins, when*hé had plenty | at 
hand. The Naufidiani, the Tigeli, and fueéh vermin as 
he bruthes -from the skirts of the public,: warm’ a§ mach at 


London.as they did at Rome; but, without derogation to Mr. 


C—, that poet made the mof? de Uperate paffes avbem be Sumiled,’ an 
_ art-of which our bard is utterly ignorant. Juvenal, in’all his 
outrageous fury againft vice, attacks no crimés that were punifh- 


able by the laws of his country. Perfius, 42vho was more mo- 


ral than either, diffeéts the imperial pedant, the bad tafte of 


his times, ‘the private hypocrite, the indolent mamof quality, 


‘the flattery of courtiers, the crimes of the tyrant, (fome of 
avhich are the fame with thofe which Mr. C. lathes in this; 
poem) the flavery of vice, and the abufe of riches : but ttio® 





we cannot help being of opinion that Rome was far more wicked 





then than London is now, he is more fober than Mr. C 
in his fative. Perfius pofleffes one beauty, which we fever ré- 


smember to have feen pointed out by any preceding critits, 
and which, of all the ancients, is peculiar to himfelf, namely, 


the happy art of throwing vice into a deep fhade by the ami- 
able emanations of his own good heart. Among the moderns, 
04 Boi- 








Boileau, who in literary matters was fpleen.and prepoffeffion 
iticif, was ignorant of this art, and Mr. Pope fometimes af- 
feéts it too much; for he cants and lathes at the fame time, 
He knows not how to fmile like Horace, or, to .iodtru& like 


Churchiil’s Times. 





Perfius, tho’, upon the whole, he was perhaps the beft fatirift 
thar ever wrote, 


Mr. C -—— fets out in the hackneyed track.of general fa- 


tire againit the prefent age, and uojult panegyric upon the lait, 
The following lines will fully evince the wuth of the latter part 
of this affection, 


« Was one then found, however high his name, 
So far above his fellows damn’d to fhame, ~ 
Who dar’d abufe and falfity his traft, 

Who, being great, yet dar’d to be unjuft, 
Shunn’d like a plague, or bur at diftance view'd, 
He walk’d the crowded ftreets in folitude, 

Nor covld his rank and ftation in the land 

Bribe One mean knave to take him by the hand, 
Such rigid maxims (O might fuch revive 

‘To keep expiring Honetty alive) 

Made rogues, a]! other hopes of fame denied, 
Not juft thro? principle, bat. juft thro? pride.’ 


We fhould have been greatly obliged to Mr. C——— ifhe 


had been a little more precife in pointing out this happy pe- 
riod of national virtue... Donn, Dryden, :and the, fatirifts of 
former times, declaim with as great virulence as Mr. C_—. 
againit the depravity of the age in which they, lived. In 
{hort, if the above is a piétare of former times,, it is of times 
before the dilcovery of letters in. Great-Britain. A fatirift 
ought to preferve fome probability ;,the violation of it has-al- 
ways, been, experienced to be anenemy.to reformation. The 
following character is a true object oj fatire, and falls very 


properly within a fketch of the times, 


‘ Faber, from day to day, from year to year, 
Hath had the cries of tradefmen in his ear, 
Of tradefwien: by his villainy betray’d, 

And, vainly feeking juftice, bankrupts made, 
What i.’t to Faber? Lordly as before 

He firs at eafe, and lives to ruin more. 

Fix’d at his door, as motionlefs as tloune, 
Begging, but only begging for their own, ' 
Unheard they ftand, or only heard by thofe, 
Thofe flaves in livery, who. mock their woes, 
What is’t to Faber ? he continues great, 
Lives on in grandeur, and runs out ia ftste, 











lines, canjmever tend to reformation. 
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The helplefs widow,’ wrung with deep: defpair, 

ip bitternefs of foul, pours forth her pray’r, 

Hugging her Ratving babes with ftreaming eyes, , 
And calls down vengeance, vengeance from. the tkies. . 
Whar is’r to Faber? he ftands, fale, and. clear, 

Heav’n can, commence no legal ; aétion- here, >. 
Andon his breaft a mighty plate he wears, ? 
A plate, more firm than triple. brafs, which bears 

The name of privilege, ’gaintt vulgar awe, 

He feels no confcience, and he fears: tio law. 

‘ Nor thick, acquainted with Tmall ‘knaves atone, 
.Who have not fhame outliv’d, and prate’ but}town, 
The great world tiddén from thy reptile view, 

That on fich men to Whom contempt is due, . 
Contempt fhall fall, and their'vile 4uthor’s name 
Recorded ftand thro’ all the land .of fhame., 
No——to his porch, like Perfians to the fun, 
Behold, contending crowds of cowrtiers, run 5 

See, to bis aid ‘what noble troops advance, , 

All fworn to keep his criinés in countenance. _ 

~ Nor wonder at it——they partake’ the charge, 
As fimall their conicience, ahd their debts . as Sarge? 











The pi&ure Which’ Mr. C draws in thé: fubfequent 


¢ Worn out with luft, -herday.of, letch’ry o'er,’ 

The mother trains the daughter, which the bore’ 

In her own! paths; thesfather aids the plan, 

And, when the innocent is ripe for man, 

Sells her to fome ‘old-letther, for a wife, 

And wakes her an /adalterefs for life, 

Of in fhe ‘papers bids his name ‘appear, chia 

"And advettifes for’a L+—_——. ; ¥ ti 
‘Husbdhd‘and wife: (whom av "rice, et nae: 
Agree to fave Hie chirge of p 

Thofe parts they play theallelees"a Pet 

And fhare the infaaty, the pain to "tha e) ' 
Well-pleas’d to find, when’ they the prok ts fell, 
That they have played the Whore and rogue’ “fo well. P 


True fatire was never Fak to adopt tincom tion otiades as 


the growth of the age, and. we. will .ventur¢ to, affirm there 
are not three couple to England v w 10 ‘can charge themfelves 


with the crime ‘Mr. °C 
We are even fomewhat doubtful whether it is ‘fait for a fatirit 


to attack ¢rimes$ ‘that afe capital by faw. Mr, C 





has pba in ‘thie receding lines. 





hime. 
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himfelf would make a poor figure in a fatire againft houfe- 
breaking, murder, highway-robbery, or any of the crimes that 
@re daily punifhed at Tyburn. Crimes that are not punith- 
able, fuch as that of a great man holding up privilege againk 
a juft debt, his bartering for a place or a penfion the liberties 
of his country, his betraying innocence or neglecting merit, 
are fair game for fatire; and the following lines cannot be 
deemed improper or unfeafonable. 


‘ France hath afforded large and rich fupplies 
Of vanities: full-trimm’d, of polifh’d lies, 
Of foothing flatteries, which thro’ the ears 
Steal to, and-melt the heart, of flavifh fears 
Which break the fpirit, and of abje& fraud——~ 
For which, alas! we need not fend abroad.’ 


Speaking of Spain, our author goes on'to obferve, that 


© Spain gives us pride which Spain to all the earth 
May largely give, nor fear herfelf a dearth—~ 
Gives us that jealoufy, which, born of fear 
And mean diftruft, grows not by nature here-—— 
Gives us that fuperftition, which pretends 
By the worft' méans to ferve the beft of ends——- 
That cruelty, which, ftranger to the brave, . 
Dwells only with the coward and the. flave, 
That cruelty, which led her chriftian bands 
With more than favage rage o’er favage lands; 
Bade her without remorfe whole countries thin, 
And hold of nought but mercy as a fin.’ 





We own we cannot perceive that pride, jealoufy, fuperfti- 
tion, and cruelty, are, at prefent, in any degree characteriftical 
of the Englifh nation; and we muft be of opinion, that Mr. 
Cc has here exhibited the wantonnefs of imagination with- 
out one grain of virtuous fatire. If the Englith are guilty of 
vices, they are the reverfe of the vices he cenfures ; and per- 
haps he would have fhewn more judgment, had he reprefented 
his countrymen as rereing towards. weaknefles that tend to op- 
pofite extremes. His picture of Italian degeneracies next.fuc- 
ceeds, and he feems to have laboured it with.more than com- 
mon affiduity; for which reafon we fhall extraé part of ms for 
the benefit of our readers. 


‘Ttalia, nurfe of ev ry fofter art, 
Who, feigning to refine, unmans the heart, 
Who lays the realms of Senfe and Virtue wafte, 
Who marrs whilft. fhe. pretends to mehd our tafte, 


5 Italia 
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Italia, to complete and crown our fhame, 
Sends us a fiend, and Lecron is his name. 
The farce of greatnels, without being great, 
Pride without pow’ r, titles without eftate, 45 
Souls without vigour, bodies without force, 
Hate without caufe, revenge without remorfe, 
Dark, mean revenge, murder ‘without defence, 
Jealoufy without love, found without fenfe, 
Mirth without humour, without’ wit grimace, 
Faith without reafon, Gofpel without grace, 
Zeal without knowledge, without nature art, 
Men without manhood, women without heetdyo 
Half men, who, dry and pithlefs, are debarr’d 
From man’s beit joys—no fooner made than marr’d— 


Dryden, Pope, or Young, never would have admitted into 
their compofitions (whatever rage they might entertain) fuch a 
Jine as 


¢ Jealonfy without love, found without fenfe. 





Critical difcernment is sot Mr. C 4s province's .and, 
great as his talents are in one walk of poetry, .he doesinot 
poffefs genius fufficient to fet him up as, the founder of.a ew 
fect in verfification. Diffonance of numbers. cannot, be cloaked 
under the pretext of variety ; forfharmony, may | be fo diverfified, 
as to keep the reader awake, without doing violence either to 
his ear or tafte. We are forry that decency hese obliges 
us to clofe our review of this performance, as we are-unwil- 
ling to be deemed guilty of the error we cenfare i in another. 


Mr. ts pught to have 








temember’d Kenai end, 
- wasp in the Zaway that he ftrove to rend. 
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VI £ Ef on Hufbandry. Effay I. A general Iocan forw- 
ing’ that Abriculture is the Bafis and Supportiof all flanvifoing 
Communities ;—-the antient and prefent State of that ufeful Art ;— 
Apticulture, Manufafures, Trade, and Commerce juftly harmo-'> 
nixed ;—of the right Cultivation of our. Colanies 5—togertien avith 
the Defects, Omiffions, and poffibie Improvements in Englith Hu/- 
bandry. Effay II. An Account of fome Experiments tending to. in-" 
prove the Culture of Lucerne, by Tranfplantation: being the. fir/?- 
Experiments of the Kind bitberto.made and publifoed in England : 
from whence tt appears, that Lucerne is aa Article of great Im- 


per- 
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portance in Englith Husbandry, The Whole illuftrated with Cop- 
per-plates and Reprefentations cut in Wood. 80. Pr. 55. 
johniton. | 


O recommend the culture of lucerne according to a 

new method lately difcovered, namely, by raifing the 
plants in a murfery, and afterwards tranfplanting them, with 
certain pregautions, into a field prepared for their reception, 
feems. to. be the principal aim of the author whofe Effays are 
now under our, confideration. It adds no fmall valne to this 
gentleman’s performance, that all the experiments he relates 
were made under his own infpection, more efpecially as at this 
particular period we have very few writers on’the fubje@ of 
husbandry whofe obfervations can be depended on, nioft of the 
jJate publications on agriculture being rather the refult of read- 
ing and theory than pradtice. 

Before ;we enter upon our critigue of this treatife, we fhall 
permit our author to {peak for himfelf, by prefenting our rea- 
ders with the following paffages, which occur in his firft effay. 

‘ In behalf of my own effays, fays our author, I fhall not 
prefume to fay a fingle word. « If they are good, they will 
work their own way fooner or later; if they are bad, nothing 
ean defend ‘them. Befides, evety apology made by authors, is 
little more than’ arming ‘an iil-natared cri:ic to their difad- 
vantage. 

* I had two principal intentions in writing this and the fol- 
lowing effay. The jr? was to exhort the inhabitants of my 
native country to carry on and maintain sha? fuperiority in huf- 
bandry, which they have hitherto poffeffed without’ a Tivdl ; 
and continue to advance, in proportion as out bufy hetphbdurs 
the French, are erholaus to overtake us: and thé rather, as 
we muft all be fenfible, that induftry in agriculture will render 
all nations .more happy, populous, wealthy, and virtuous. 

* My fecoud in-ention.was to try, if ic were pofible to enrich 
the poor honett. iadultrious husbandman; and that particu- 
larly in the culture, of lucerne. _My attempts. in this refpect 
(in regard to them) have not hitherto anfwered the earneftnefs 
of my withes; for,.after various and repeated trials, it is to 
be feared, from the. very nature of the plant,, that more in- 
duftry and.expence are required, than fuch perfons are willing, 
or able to give... But, at the fame time, there is good reafon 
to hope, that_future cultivators (with greater skill, and with 
the fame kind intentions) may happily hit upon fome expedi- 
ent, which may,cffectuate, with cheapnefs and facility, what [ 
have hitherto in vain. fought for. 

‘ I have ever looked upon the poor laborious husbandman, 


asa inolt ufclul being in all focieties; and happy would it be, 
if 
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if we could contribute to enrich him and the land: poffeffor at 
the fame time; which muft always happen, if hosbandry be 
carried on in the manner it ought to be. Yam‘ ‘here’ fpeaking 
chiefly of the loweft clafs of husbandinen, the little ‘farmers, 
who rent 30 er 401. a'year. “Such a mafi works'and’ fares 
harder, and is, ineffeét, poorer thati the day-labouret he tmploys. 
An husbandman, thus circumftanced, is, beyond’ ‘Silpate, “a 
worthy objeét of our commiferation and affiftatice. He is an 
ufeful, though invifible, wheel in the machine Of fate!’ 

: Venerable Thomas 4 Kempis goes farther "tipon ‘this ar- 
ticle; ‘“¢, The poor husbandman, fays he, ‘who Vives honeftly, 
and cultivates his land’ induftrioufly, is bette? that” iptind 
philofopher, who neglects himfelf and ° ftddies' the’ motions of 
the heavenly bodies,” Or, as the paffage’has ‘beet ‘imitated by 


a modern hand, a 


* Thewaen of fcience.aim.themfelves to fhow,,,-, 

And ‘know juft what: imports them not to know ;. 
Whilft the: poor pea/ant, that with, daily care ) 
Improves. his: lands, and offers. Heav’n. his pray’r, 
With confcious boldnefs. may. produce,his.face,. .. 
Where. proud philofophers fhall want a place.’ . 


* As to what ‘is called the New Huspandrvy F have in many 
inftances recommended i it ftrenuoufly, adding only hére’ and there 
a few difluafives upon fome particalar occafions ; ‘and vsar, for a 
plain reafon afhgned by Varro, Ne, in care, famptiis frum es 
On_this laft account, Ihave been fearful of recommending’ it 
univerfally for the culturé of corn: yet, at the fame time, it 
is incumbent on me to acknowledge, that I would ‘always pre- 
fer drilled corn for feed; as the plants will Have enjoyed’ more 
fpace, air, and funfhine, and the grain will be larger, heal- 
thier, and ftronger. Bread particularly from @iled-wheat will 
bé. better tafted than from wheat raifed by random-fowing : 
the crop : alfo at the fame time being lefs infefted with weeds, 
But, in the other parts of husbandry, relating to the food of 
cattle, [ would recommend drilling or trakfplanting, -as occafion 
requires, in the culture of lucérne, particularly faintfoin; tur- 
nips, burnet, carrots, ‘thfoliim fibrinum, fenugreek, (Roman); 
falfifted cytifus, fweet’ melilot, and many other wholefome,,. 
well-tafted plants mentioned in’ my Poftfript. 

‘ Men, through the force of prejudice’ and tuftom, enter- 
tain unreafonable apprehenfions of the difficulties, expences, 
and minute attentions that belong 'to the ‘Neav Husbandry; but 
a few flight fhort trials will foon reconcile’ them to the praétice 
of it: Machiavel’s obfervation being as true in husbandry, as 
in politics ; namely; * That things which ecm to be, and are 
not, 
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not, are more feared afar off, than when they are xear at hand, 
or adually experienced.” 

* Some perhaps may imagine, that we have introduced too 
many paflages. from Scripture into thefé effays; but the truth 
is, we were defirous to interfperfe fome few important hints of 
a ferious caft,, and render thefe difeourfes on husbandry (inci- 
dentally at, leaft, and fo far \as lay in our power) THE Geor- 
cics OF THE. Mixp,.as Jord Bacon-expreffes himfelf.? = 

Having, Jaid..thefe neceflary extraéts before the reader, we 
fhall now, proceed to analyfe the contents of our ingenious and 
learned author’s firft eflay, which, in our opinion, may not 
undelervedly be ftiled, An Hittorical Sketch of the Progrefs of 
Agriculture, fince. it. contains.a more fatisfaory account of 
the different. writers, ancient and»modern, ‘on ‘that important 
and ufeful fubjeg, than we ever remewiber to have’ perufed | be- 
fore, 

Our author fets out with an apology for his’ préfent under-. 
taking, by modeftly affigning the reafons which iiiducéd him to 
write on the. fubje@ of husbandry, <alledgingy that “one large ~ 

part of the prefent.work: was originally” nothing more than the, 
fubftance of anfwers to feverdl: letters ‘from ‘curious gentlemen. | 
who requefted the avthor to give them” his ‘advice and direc- 
tions concerning the new foreign’ method of tranfplantin lu- 
cerne, and that asJong-fince as the yeat17572 In another 
place he tells us, that one reafon for ‘bis poblithing thefe Ef 
fays was, to fave him the trouble‘of anfwering many letters on 
the fubject, all which could only have’ contained ipiritlons el, 
the fame. inftruGtions. _ le acknowledges, that though England ° 
claims, not without reafon, the pre-eminence. in the art of 
husbandry, yet .he thinks, and we beheve with great juftice, ) 
that it might.be improved, at leaft, .a fixth’ part’ Ware" He, 
then propofes, in.oxder to effect thefe important itiprovements, 
the allotment ,of,pablic, premiums from the’ government, or 
provincial, fubscriptions from individuals, to’ the belt’ produc-, 
tions of grain, grafles, &c.: he would alfo have” ‘aieeacrs: of 
national husbandry appointed indifferent parts OF the king dom. 

Having mentioned thefe hints, our author’ nexfTdys batere his 
readers the many advantages which ate detived'to a ftate fiom en- ° 
couraging, agriculture, illuftrates thefe arguments by ‘examples 
drawn. from. the practices of the modern Tralians aldsSpani- 
ards, and the. Romans: in «the! declenfion of ‘ the empire ; 
and then particularizes fevefab inftances: of negle& in this point, 
and the natural confequences that followed this omiffion. In 
order [till farther, to, iluftrate this: fubje&,* he gives us ex- 
amples of induftry in. the Ifraelites,. who, though they were 
confined within. very narrow limits in a country not. remark- 
able 
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able for its fertility, were yet never apprehenfive of a fcar- 
eity or famine ; for agriculture being /highly efteemed amongft 
them, they carried it to all the perfection they were capable 
of giving it;, and this afforded. them a plentiful: fabfiftence, 
tho’ no nation occupying) the fame extent rs ss was more 
populous. " 

The next point, this ingenious giailenians enlarges’ on is the 
Flemith. husbandry... He. points out to us thé particular de- 
partments of agriculture in, which “they excelled, ‘and propofes 
them as 4 pattern worthy of imitation,» He proves, | beyond al} 
doubt, that husbandry.is the natural and-only’ true’fa port of 
commerce, trade, manufactures,‘ é&c. : but a€' the “fame time 
he finds it neceffary, to. urge,, that for this! (cienee to’be improved 
or flourith to any ,-confiderable degree,’ it mut’ meet ith the 
patronage of the great; and hence he» takes o¢cafion’ ‘to men- 
tion feveral inftances, colle&ed from ancient authors, in w ch 
we find that monarchs have often honoured. this moft ufeful 
of all fciences-with their favour and protection. - 

In the courfe of this firft.eflay, the author frequently dha 
comparifons of the, advantages tobe derived from: agriculture, 
and thofe which are. experienced: to. be confequeiices’ of 4n ex. 
tended: commerce,..a, flourifhing :trade, and? ai’ abufdance of 
manufagtures ; but, he always makes the feale preponderate in 
favour of agriculture, and-conuinces us by’ reafons “and dutho- 
tities which cannot, indeed, be eafily controverted, that if me- | 
rits more of the government’s atteation than ‘all’the other ad«— 
vantages abovementioned.; for they, -by adudden “event, may. 
all be loft to a nation, while agriculture can never ‘be totally 
fupprefled. . As our author imagined that this part of ‘his’ fub- 
je&t might naturally, want,to-be more. fully illuftfated by'ex— 
ample, he very. judicionfly lays before his:readers the greaterror of — 
Colbert, the French. miniiter, in eftablithing fich elega int md- 
nufadiures, and difcouraging the | cultivation of corn’ by pe prohi- 
biting the exportation of wheat, from.a‘ miftaken ‘notion that 
his manufacturers would thereby: be fupplied ‘with Plenty of 
bread at a sheaper rate, \\, 

Our i ingenious and fenfible onttian next”: prefents yaa eadets 
with a detail of the, Simplicity » of the hufbandry’ of “the firk™ 
ages, with the improvements, which were-pradwally inde, “and — 
the coercive, causes , of thofe improvements.' ‘This’ naturally 2 
leads him to the recommendasion of: acftitlméie correét'and ' ” 
accurate fort of agriculture, by, tranfplantations ‘the ‘advanti és | 
of which he demonftrates undepitwoi difthn@ heads;'in ‘order 
to induce our country- gentlemen to «make the attempts ‘for he” 
feems, throughout the whole cousfeiof the! work}’ to be of opi- 
nion that they are the only proper perfons to’ introduce, by 
their 








208 Effays on Hufbandry. 


their example and praGice, new improvements in agricaltire 3 
farmers being in general too timid as well as too poorto hazard 
a temporary incréafe of their cuftomary ‘expences, though if 
might fecure to themfelves and their brethren a ‘perpetual ad- 
vantage. 

Notwithftanding this ingenious writer is an avowedfriend to 
what isgenerally called the new hufbandry, yet is he an advocate for 
the increafe of manures, and confequently forthe cultivation and 
improvement of natural and artificial grafs: healfo obferves that 
the multiplication of cattle will produce a multiplication of 
manures and dreflings, and wiil, at the fame time; increafe the 
quantity of food for man. 

Next follows an hiftorical account of the feveral writers on 
_ thie firbje& of hufbandry, with the’ periods in which ‘they flow- 
rifhed, and the works they publifhed ; by which it plainly ap- 
pears, that, upon the whole, this ufeful fcience had been 
declining from the days of Virgit and ‘Columella till the 
time of Conftantine the fourth, and then’ lay in a kind of dor- 
mant fate till about the middle of the reign of Henry VHI. 
when it was rather revived than improved: and indeed 
agriculture even in England did not ffourifh till the expor- 
tation of corn was allowed in the reign of Charles the fecond. 
Bat the fecret {pring which gave new mofion to agriculture, and 
preferved that fuperiority we juftly boaft of at prefent, was the 
bounty which immediately after the Revolution was granted on’ 
the exportation of wheat, ard this was (oon followed by other pro- 
portionable bounties on the exportation of rye, barley, malt, 
oatmeal, &c. infomuch, that, in the year 1750, though® the 
ptice of grain at home was then extremely moderate, the does- 
ty money amounted to / 325,405. 

' Our author, in the next place, makes it appear, that: Eng 
land, ina fruitful barveft, can produce corn enough to fupport’ 
its inhabitauts four years. ‘This is a fufficient argument'in fa-' 
vour of exportation, the ¢reat advantages of which canrot but 
be evident, when, in five common years, namely, from 1745 to 
1750, inclufively, we find that England thipped off in grain of 
all forts, to the amount of 7405 786 1: fterling. | 

- ‘The next capital-improvements in Englifh hufbandry obr an-’ 
thor obferves, are draining of fetis' aiid moraffes, recovering 
lands from the fea, and inclofing downs, beaths, and commons ; 
though this laft the populace, blind to’ their own ‘interéft, are, 
in general, avetfe to. He adds, that many royal forefts ‘and’ 
chaces might be applied to mich better’ hufbandry ufes than’ 
they anfwer at prefent ; the more profitable part of the timber 
being ftill preferved: He alfo enforces the planting of ad 
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fet hedges, and the enclofing and dividing arable common 
fields. 

In confidering the general. flate of sasigalinen] in. England 
fince the Reftoration, the author. of thefe Effays compliments 
Mr. Miller, Dr. Hill, whom he ftiles the Englifh Linnzus, and 
the very ingenious and accurate Mr, Stillingficet, asthe chief 
improvers..of .this. ufeful fcience...He then .laysbefore his 
readers the prefentftate of agriculture in Scotland,.whence. he 
proceeds in.progrefiive. order to Ireland; France, and Italy, 
where, under the.article of Naples, he. meations:.two very re- 
markable.circumftances relative to the late queen, daughter 
to the late king of Poland. One is, that fhe: founded work- 
houfes for. employing the poor, in every province.in the king=' 
dom, which houfes, in the year 1758, were become flourifhing: 
manufa@ories,;. infomuch, that a, beggar was fcarcely to. be 
feen in the Rreets. The other circumitance i ig, that this prin- 
cefs fcarcely ufed a ribband, or a pin, but what came from Eng- 
land ; fo that a captain of our nation, who conitantly traded 
to and from, Naples, gained .a. little fortune by fupplying her 
with millepery goods and trinkets. 

Our. fenfible. and ingenious author next takes notice of 
the prefent ftage. of agriculture .in Savoy and Sardinia } $ to 
thefe fucceed Poland, Holland, Switzerland, Sweden, Den~ 
mark, the duchy of Wittemberg, Saxony, Hanover, and Spain > 
under which lait head he obferves, that Spain, though naturally’ 
inadive, upon thefe, occafions,. has, inyited Linnzus, with the of 
fer. of a large falary, to fuperintend a. college founded for the 
purpofe.of making enquiries into the hiftory of nature, and the 
art of agriculture. 

Our author, after fo long a journey, returns to England, 
and. makes.i it.appear, that our fate of agriculture might itil 
be, greatly Lge his reafonings on this truly national 
point, are. worthy..the attention of the reader; particu- 
larly thofe that relate to. the prefent and pofhble encreafe of 
wheat,. where. he takes occafion to recommend the introducing: 
amongft us new forts of corn, particularly that kind of wheat’ 
which may be fown in. fpring, and maize, or Indian corn ; the 
laft of which, he obferves, was raifed very good in the field by’ 
—Dehany, Efg, at Hungerford Park, Berks, in the years 
1760,and 1764. .., | 

The next fubje& this writer mentions is, as he fays, of great 
confequence, namely,, that there are, many ufeful fucculent 
annual plants, that draw their nourifhment more from the air 
and influences of the atmofphere than the éarth, He after- 
wards advifes the.importation of various articles which might be 
of ufe, and amongft others, what feems rather foreign to the 
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fabje&, the Italian Sedan chair, carried upon fhafts by two 
mules, and condutted by a muleteer on foot. He emits not to 
mention the inconvenience of allowing corn to be fold rather by 
meafure than weight, and recommends the introducing into our 
plantations the aphernoufly-tree of Switzerland, being a very 
hardy fpecies of pine or pinafter that grows on the Alps. 

After mentioning feveral trees which have been naturalized 
in various countries, he treats more at large of the management 
of bees, and the advantages to be derived from keeping them, 
{pecifying the particular forts of food they are moft fond of, 
He then refumes the fubje& of quick-fet hedges, defcribing 
feveral methods of making them; and here takes occafion to 
cenfure the laws for the better prefervation of the game, which 
he terms, not unaptly, “certain remains of Gothic fove- 
reignty.” 

National granaries this writer is an enemy to, though he al- 
lows of private granaries, in which the farmer may referve his 
corn for a more advantageous market. 

After'taking a flight notice of our negle& in not difcovering 
more: materials for making water-colours and tinétures for 
dyers, he makes feveral remarks on the nature and culture of 
the indigo plant and wax tree, which raturally enough lead 
him to the confideration of the great improveménts to be made 
in our new acquifitions of Canada and Florida, in the culture 
of native and foreign vines ; in the articles of horned cattle of 
the beeve kind; introducing horfes and fheep, goats and che- 
vereuils; encouraging the fur-trade, planting timber-trees, 
maize, olives, cotton, indigo, tobacco, faffron and hemp; he 
mentions alfo the ufes to which ayac:- wood, achetchy, plat de 
bois, falfaparilla, faflafras, bearded liane, &c. may be applied ; 
and obferves, that marle, gypfum, of which plafter of Paris is 
made, and ‘fine clay abound there. } 

Returning to European improvements, our, author treats 
of the culture of the larch-tree, and argues pretty largely on an 
incombuftible quality afcribed to the timber of it, at the fame 
time recommending the cedar of Libanus, a f{pecies of juniper - 
tree in the Antilles, and the red pine of Labradore. 

We have before obferved, that this writer thinks it neceflary 
that there fhould be direftors of our national hufbandry ; as 
an addition to this fcheme, he now propofes that there fhould 
be fchools of agriculture eftablifhed in our counties ; as to at- 
tain any notable degree of improvement, better heads and bet- 
ter hands muft co-operate with thofe of the farmer and com- 
mon cultivator. 

The next immediate objects of our author’s attention are the 


feveral oeconomical focieties eftablifhed in Europe, to which he 
gives 
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ves all due praife; obferving, however, that focieties ought to 

be eftablithed for promoting agriculture alone; and in this we 
heartily join with him, 

We could wifh this ingenious writer had difpofed his, fubje&ts 
in amore regular order; we find a great deal worth attention, 
but the ideas are too much difperfed : for he now again refumes 
his favourite topic refpeéting the fuperiority of agriculture over 
commerce and manufactures, and thence proceeds, to. make. 
fome obfervations on the injuries which the poffeffion. of. the 
Peruvian mines have really done to Spain; chiefly owing. to 
the negleét of agriculture and ufeful arts which enfued,, 

Towards the conclufion of the firit effay, the. reader» is 
cautioned not to give the name of modern improvements 
to antient practices of hufbandry upon their. being ,revived 
amongft us, as neither we nor our neighbours in. foreign coun - 
tries have made fo many difcoveries and improvements, for a 
century palt, as one is apt to imagine at firft fight ; after which 
he examines into the title which feveral things, .as the drill- 
plow, &c. have to being called new improvements. A flight cen- 
fure is then paffed on the theoretic. writers in hufbandry,.fome 
vulgar prejudices are pointed out, and a few rules.laid down. re+ 
fpecting the fureft method of inducing farmers to adcpt.improves - 
ments in agriculture ; and next follows a {trong recommendation 
to country gentlemen, perfuading, them. to embark with:a hearty +: 
good-will in that caufe on which the future well-being of thems.- 
felves and their families fo much de ends., This,, with a few. 
apologies for fcripture quotations, already taken paticnio’ con- 
cludes the firft effay. 

We mutt achauaiedse that our author, has a. true tafte for: 
refearches in agriculture ; ; he feems indefatigably indufinious, . 
and has quoted more important authorities, aptient and) mo-. 
dern, in fupport of his opinions, than we have yet .feem, col- 
le&ted in one point of view on_,this fubjed.. _We.own. he, has 
abilities ; he appears to have read.the moft valuable,remains of. 
the Greek and Roman authors who have written on hudbandry:; » 
nor have the moderns elcaped his notice :. and he has,, in the 
courfe of his travels through the greate{t part of Europe, made 
actual obfervations on the practice of. other countries... Add to 
thefe, that he has good fenfe, and expericnce, at leaft ia one 
branch of agriculture. 

Upon the whole, it muft be allowed, that, he was guilty. ofa 
great error in judgment in making fo unneceffiry a difplay of :- 
his learning, by his very frequent sand untraflated. quotations, | 
&c. He fays he writes for the ufe of farmers; yet, we will ven- 
ture to affert, there are fcarcely three farmers in the kingdom 
capable of underftanding his effay, as te‘this end they mutt, if 
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we miftake not, have a knowledge of the Greek, Latin, Italian, 
French, Spanifh, and Englith languages. Gentlemen of edu- 
cation will, however, in this effay, find a valuable fund of en- 
tertainment and inftruction ;. to fuch, therefore, we recommend 
it, and fhall, in our mext Number, proceed to the examination of 
the fecond eflay, which is more profeffedly practical. 

[To be continued. } 





VIL. 4 Charge delivered to the Clergy of the Archdeaconry of 
Berks, at the late Vifitation, in May, 1764. By William Dod- 
well, D. D. Archdeacon of Berks. Printed at the Requeft of the 
Clergy. 8vo. Pr. 1s. Whilton and Whitey 


N this Charge the author points out the difficulties which 

have attended the paftoral office, under feveral periods of 
the Chriftian church. He firft exhibits a view of the dangers 
which encompafled the minifters of the gofpel in the days of 
perfecution, and the temptations to which they were after- 
wards expofed by the civil eftablifhment of religion. He thea 
proceeds to comfider the feveral adverfaries with which the 
clergy of the church of England are furrounded, viz. The 
minute philofopbers, atheifts, and fceptics ; the avowed ene- 
mies of revelation ; the profeffed patrons of natural religion ; 
the corrupters of the evangelical difpenfation, who have de- 
prived the gofpel of * every thing which diftinguifhes it from a 
good fyltem of ethics ;’ the papifts, the diflenters, and the ir- 
regular enthufiaits ; and laftly, the libertines in our own com- 
munion. He fuggefts ¢ the proper principles and pradtices by 
which the clergy may beft hope to fupport their infults, and 
defeat their influence.’ His obfervations on thefe topics are as 
comprehenfive as 50 pages will admit, and, in general, import- 
ant and judicious, 

Though we fhould be glad to applaud every fentiment of 
this able defender of the church, yet as we are no flaves to 
fy {tematic divinity and popular notions, we are not altogether 
of his opinion in the following extrad&. 

— ‘ Every thing peculiar to this difpenfation as a new co- 
venant, as a f{cheme of reconciliation of offending creatures to 
their offended Creator, is exploded even by fome who pretend 
to receive the Bible; and force is offered to the exprefs letter of 
fcripture, and to the common fenfe of every impartial reader of 
it, to explain away whatever is faid upon or implied in the 
do&rine of redemption. .The foundation of it in the fall of 
man, and the cor ruptions of his nature, is pofitively denied ; 
the neceflity of it is evaded by attempts to prove that repent- 
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ance and amendment for the future, is a fufficient expiation for 
palt offences ; the fubftitution of a vicarious facrifice is repre- 
fented as injuftice ; the notion of any fatisfaGtion to be made to 
the honour and juitice of the divine Lawgiver is ridiculed ; and 
the efficacy of that which we are taught, and are toteach others, 
was actually made by the meritorious atonement offered by the 
eternal Son of God, is invalidated by’ difowning ‘bis divinity, 
Thus our Saviour is deprived of every thing but an unmeaning 
name; his djfciples of every valuable hope in and through him ; 
and his religion of every thing which diftinguithés it from a good 
fyftem of ethics. To reprefent to you the principles and proofs 
hy which thefe’ notions, whether proceeding from real or dif= 
guifed fentiments, are to. be refuted, would be to tranfcribe al- 
moft every page of the New Teftament. An impartial deift 
would allow that the do&rine of redemption by a divine Savi- 
our is,therein contained; for which reafon he fairly reje@s thém 
together; but the inconfiftency Certainly is the preater in théfe 
who allow the authority of the facred pages, and yet! rejeé& the 
contents of therm.’ Here we have nothing more to do than to 
accept the conceffion of fair enemies, and for the ¢eonviction 
of unfair ones to appeal to the facred writings themfelves’; ‘to 
fhew that the lapfed ftate of hature, the infufficiency of repent- 
ance, the neceflity of a propitiatory atonement, ‘the a€tual ap- 
pointment of one by the eternal Father, the meritorious’ com- 
pletion of it by the eternal Son, and the effe&tual fanification 
of our fallen nature by the eternal Spirit, are very clearly there- 
in taught.’ | Davi Ti gy 

In this paragraph our author feems to have been too far 
tranfported by religious zeal; and to have exaggerated-the 
charge againft thofe writers, or at leaft the edief of thofe writers 
to whom he alludes ; for if the gofpelis only allowed to contain 
the authentic revelation of 4 futute ftate, it is thereby s¢know- 
ledged to be more than a good fyftem of ethics ; and a redemp- 
tion by a divine Saviour is certainly admitted by all whorécéive 
the New Teftament, though the nature of this redemption, or 
the meaning of {cripture on this article is difputed?’” In’ what 
manner then is the controverfy to be decided’? Our author tells 
us, ‘ We have nothing more to-do than to fhew that the Bp 
ed ftate of nature, the infufficiency of repentance, the neceflity 
of a propitiatory atonement, &c. are very clearly taught iff the 
facred writings.’ That. is to fay, a fcheme of doétrine béing 
fettled and prefcribed, we have nothing more to do, than to 
take our Bibles, and make it out. Stppofe, however, that, up- 
on a candid and impartial enquify, any of thefe pofitions are not 
to be feirly deduced from the words of revelatidn ; ate the cler- 


gy to retain them at all adventures, to forture and accomme 
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date the fcriptures to the notions they have previoufly embrac- 
ed, and allow nothing to be orthodox which does not coincide 
with their own hypothefis? Has not this procedure been the 
fource of a thoufand abfurdities, and the greateft part of thofe 
objections which unbelievers have made againft the revelation of 
Chriit ? 

By this method the errors of popery were eftablifhed. An 
hypothefis was founded in miftake, modelled according to the 
diiates of intereft or caprice, made an article of faith, and 
then varnifhed over with fcripture colours; an hundred texts, 
diftorted from their plain and obvious meaning, were compelled 
to come in, and defend the do@trine of the church. This ignis 
Jfatuus was purfued through all the labyrinths of fchool divinity, 
and the light of the gofpel totally difregarded. Initead of this 
prepofterous method of inveltigating religious truth, a method 
which will always bias the judgment, the Chriflian divine 
fhould forget, if poffible, all theological fyftems and precon- 
ceived opinions, diveft his mind of party- prejudice and difpu- 
tatious zeal, read the facred text with impartiality and freedom, 
and explain it by fober fenfe and rational criticif, ‘Then (no 
matter what becomes of human fyftems) the truth would be 
difcovered, the Chriftian revelation would appear rational and 
confiftent, and we fhould fee who are the corrupters of the 


gofpel. 





IX. Philofophical Tranfa&ions, giving fome Account of the prefent 
Undertakings, Studies, and Laubours, of the. Ingenious, in many 
confiderable Parts of the World. Vol. LIil. for the Year 1763. 
4to. Pr. 12s. Davis and Reymers. 


‘HE colours of a regiment, however tattered they may 
be, are ftill honourable for the corps that carries them ; 
and though fome flowers in the garland of natural philofophy 
which our Royal Society has fo long worn, appear to be a 
little faded, vet we are pleafed to fee that the ftill maintains 
her prerogative right of primogeniture in all ‘the branches of 
her fir inftitution, and that frefh wreaths are produced every 
day to adorn the brows of her members. Some of them, in- 
deed, are little better than daifies, and ill nature may call 
others of them weeds: but true philofophy reje&s no object 
as being too mean for her infpettion, 
In reviewing this work, the article would be fwelled to an 
unmeafurable length, fhould we do no more than tranf{cribe its 
contents; the reader, therefore; muft be fatisfied with the fele€tion 


of a few, The firft is, An account of the fun’s diftance from 
the 
































Philofephical TranfaStions. Vol. LUI. 215 


the earth, deduced from Mr. Short’s obfervations relating to the 
horizontal parallax of the fun: in a letter from Peter Daval, 
Efq; V. P. of R. S. to James Barrow, Efq; V. P. of R.S. 
‘“* If we divide, fays the ingenious author, 593,011,308 by 6, 
283,185 the quotient, which is yery nearly, 94,380,685, will 
give the mean diftance of the earth from the fun in Englifh 
miles.” The next article of any importance we meet, with is, 
‘ Obfervations upon the effects of eleétricity applied to a tetanus 
or mu(cular rigidity, of four months continuance, Ina letter to 
the Royal Society. By William Watfon, M, D. F. R. S. 
Member of the Royal Colleges of Phyficians of London .and 
Madrid, and Phyfician to the Foundling Hofpital.’ . This appears 
to have been a deplorable cafe, and is inveftigated, with great 
judgment and learning by Dr, Watfon, who was, it feems, af- 
fifted in this eleétrical cure by his friend Dr, Morton, . We.are 
miftaken, however, if we have not read of the ele&trical ftroke 
being applied to other patients in like cafes, without any fenfible 
effet. In N%, 22 fome new experiments in ele&ricity. are com- 
municated io a Jetter from Mr. Ebenezer Kinnerfley to Benja- 
min Franklin, LL. D. F, R..S. which will deferve the notice of 
the curious enquirers into. this . branch, of natural, philofophy. 
The twenty- -fourth article contains ‘ Remarks on {wallows on the 
Rhine: in a letter from Mr. Achard in Privy-Garden, to.Mr. 
Peter Collinfon, F. R.S.” As the fubje& of the fwallows fleep- 
ing is too hard of digeftion for many iceptic-philefephers; we 
fhall give this fhort article in the words of the author. 

¢ In the latter end of March f took my paflage down the 
Rhine to Rotterdam : a little below Baftl the fouth bank of the 
river'was very high and fteep, of a fandy foil; fixty or ‘eighty 
feet above the water. 

‘1 was furprized at feeing near the top of the clift:fome boys 
tied with ropes hanging down doing fomething-s the fingularity 
of thefe adventrous boys, andthe, bufinelS they. fo daringly .at- 
tempted, made us ftop our navigation, to. inquire into the meen- 
ing of it, The waterman told us,they were fearchiag the boles 
in the clift. for fwallows, or martins, which took refugein them, 
and lodged there all the. winter,  watil warm, weather, ‘and then 
they came. abroad again. 

© The boys, being let. down by theic esenreiies to the holes, 
put in.along rammer with a ferew at the end, :as‘is ufed to un- 
load guns, and, twifting it about, drew, out the birds, For a 
trifle I procured fome,of them., When. I fieft.had them, they 
feemed (tiff and lifelefs,.. I put.one in my bofom, between my 
fkin and fhirt, and laid another, on, a board, the fun) fhining 
full and warm upon it, One or two of my, coinpanions did 
the like. 
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‘ That in my bofom revived in about 4 of an hour; feeling 
it move, I took it out to look at it, and faw it flretch itfelf on 
my hand, but perceiving it not fufficiently come to itfelf, 1 put 
it in again: in about another quarter, feeling it flutter pretty 
brifkiv, I took it out and admired it. Being now perfelly re- 
covered, before I was aware, it took its flight, the covering of 
the boat prevented me from feeing where it went: the bird on 
the board, though expofed to a full fan, yet, [ prefume from. 
a chillinefs in ‘the air, did not revive to be able to fly.’ 

The twenty-fifth article treats of the properties of the mechanic 
powers demanitrated, with fome obfervations on the. methods 
that have been commonly ufed for that purpofe: ina letter from 
Hough Hamilton, D. D. F. R. S. and fellow of Trinity-College 
Dublin, to Matthew Raper, Efg; F. R. S.. The. fubje& of 
this difcourfe is very ingenious; but being illuftrated by figures 
it can admit of no extraét here; neither do we clearly fee in what 
ynanner it can contribute to the practical part of mechanics. 

The twenty-fixth article turns upon a moft curious and inte- 
refting fubje& to al) lovers of antiquity, and contains ‘ An ac- 
count of fome fubterraneous apartments, with Etrufcan infcrip- 
tions and paintings, difcovered at Civita Turchino in Italy: 
communicated from Jofeph Wilcox, Efq; F..$, A, by, Charles 

forton, M. D. 8. R.S.’? This article is fo remarkable and fo 
new in its kind, that we think proper to lav the whole of it 
before our readers. 

‘ Civita Turchine, about three miles to the north of Cor- 
neto, is an hill of an oblong form, the fummit of which is al- 
moft ane continued plain. From the quantities of medals, in- 
taglio’s, fragments of infcriptions, &c. that are occafionally found 
here, this is believed to be the very fpot where the powerful 
and moft ancient city of Tarquinii once ftood: tho’ at prefent 
it is only one continued field of corn. On the fouth-eaft., fide, 
of it runs the ridge of an hill, which unites it toCorneto. This 
ridge is at leaft three or four miles in length, and almoft en- 
tirely covered by feveral hundreds of artificial hillocks, which 
are called, by the inhabitants, Monti Roffi. About twelve. of 
thefe hillocks have at different times been opened ; and in every 
one of them have been found feveral fubterranean apartments 
cut out of the folid rock. Thefe apartments are_of various 
forms and dimenfions ; fome confilt of a large outer room, and 
a fmal] one within; others ofa fmall room at the firft entrance, 
and a larger one within: others are fupported by a column of. 
the folid rock, left in the centre, with openings on every part, 
from twenty to thirty feet. The entrance to them all is by a 
door of about five feet in height, by two feet and an half in 
breadth. Some of'thefe have no other light but from the door, 
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while others feem to have had a {mall light from above, through. 
an hole of a pyramidical form.- Many of thefe apartments 
have an elevated part that runs all roynd the wall, being a part 
of the rock left for that purpofe. The moveables found. in thefe 
apartments confit chiefly in Etrufcan vafes of various forms ; 
in fome indeed have been found fome plain farcophagi of ftone 
with bones in them. The whole of thefe apartments: are 
itucco’d, and ornamented in various manners : fome indeed are 
plain; but others, particularly three, are richly adorned ;- hav- 
ing a double row of Etrufcan infcriptions running round the 
upper parts of the walls, and under it a kind of. frieze of fi- 
gures in painting: fome have an ornament under, the; figures, 
that feem to fupply the place of an architrave,,/There have 
been no relievos in ftucco hitherto difcovered. . The) paintings 
feem to be in frefco, and are in general in the fame ftile.as thofe 
which are ufually feen on the Etrufcan vafes: though fome of 
them are much fuperior perhaps to any thing as yet feen of ‘the 
Errufcan art in painting. The paiotiogs, though in general 
flight, are well conceived, and prove that the artift.was capable 
of producing things more ftudied and more finifhed.;..though in 
fuch a fubterranean fituation, almoft void of light, where the 
delicacy of a finifhed work would haye been in a greatvmeafure 
thrown away ; thefe artifts (as the Romans did: in. their, bef 
ages, when employed in fuch fepulchral works) have .in: general 
contented themfelves with flightly exprefling. their ;thongbts. 
But among the immenfe number of thofe fubterranean: apart- 
ments which are yet unopened, 1t is to all appearance very pro< 
bable that many and many paintings and infcriptions.may be 
difcovered, fufficient to form a very entertaining, and perhaps 
a very ufeful, work: a work which would doubtrlefs,intereftrall 
the learned and curious world, not, only as.it may. bring te light — 
(if fuccefS attends this undertaking) many works .of arty: in” 
times of fuch early and remote antiquity, but 4s, perhaps it may’: 
alfo be the occafion of making fome confiderable difcaveries in 
the hiftory of a nation, in itfelf very great, though, to the re- 
gret of all the learned world, at prefent almoft. unknown. | ‘This 
great fcene of antiquities is almoft entirely unknown, even:in- 
Rome. Mr. Jenkins, now refident. at Rome, is the firkk and 
only Englifhman who ever vifited it.’ 

We withthe ingenious author of this article ‘had fevouted 
the public with his opinion concetning the meaning of the out- 
lined figures he has exhibited, To ys, they:appearias if the two 
fir ft plates reprefented a réligious proceflion; in which the genii, 
or fupernatyral’ beings and ‘mortals, are pramifcuoufly repre 
fented ; the former have wings affixed to their fhoulders. 
Part of the fecond plate very poflibly is defigned for a Mercury 
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conduéting departed fouls to the manfions below, The third 
plate is more corre in its defign that any thing that we believe 
has been difcovered of Tufcan painting. That the whole is a 
reprefentation of facred ceremonies, feems probable from the 
frequent repetition of the /tzi, tho’ under various forms, in the 
hands ot the figures. 

The twenty-eighth article contains *‘ Obfervations on two 
Roman infcriptions difcovered at Netherby in Cumberland: in a 
letter to'the Right Rev. Charles lord Bifhop of Carlifle, F. R. S. 
from the Reverend John Taylor, L. L. D. canon refidentiary of 
St. Paul’s, and chancellor of the diocefe of Lincoln.’ The firft of 
thofe in(criptions was engraved either in the 226th, or the zzgth 
year of the Chriftian z2ra, under the emperor Marcus Aurelius 
Severus Alexander. The reverend author of this article very 
properly takes notice, that though Lampridius, the hiftorian of 
Alexander Severus, afferts that this emperor Dominum /e appellari 
vetir}, that is, forbid himfelf to be called lord ; yet this infcrip- 
tion is a ftanding evidence that bis fubjeéts did call him fo. 
This furniffies us with a very ufeful obfervation, that the monu- 
mentsof antiquity are the beft evidences of hiftory. In the En- 
glith annals, as well as in the Roman, authentic deeds and letters 
ought always to be credited fooner than the ftrongeft afirma- 
tion of ‘the beft intentioned hiftorian. 

This author -obferves, that whatever inclination Alexander 
Severus might have towards Chriftianity, yet it appears by the 
Netherbeian infcriptions, that his foldiers in Great-Britain were 
the groffeftof all‘pagans. ' The author then gives us extrads 
from Lampridius, which favour the opinion of Alexander’s ten- 
dency towards Chriftianity. Fifteen hundred years hence, when 
forme of the infcriptions on the ftatues of Lewis XIV. hall be 
duy up, ‘our pofterity may be diverted and edified by the differ- 
tation of fome future Hardouin or Vaillant to prove, that either 
he or his fubje&s, or both, were arrant pagans, becaufe, among 
other blafphemous compliments, he is called Viro Immortali. 

[To be continued. j 





X. A Defence of the Majority in the Houfe of Commons, onthe Quef- 
tion relating to General Warrants, In Anfwer to the Defence of 
the Minority. 8vo. Pr.ts. Wilkie. 


O fpecies of reafoning ‘is fo plaufible, but, at the fame 

fo deceitful, as that from fats. When ‘a geritleman af- 

hems a faét, no man has a right to contradi& him upon fuppo- 
fitions and probabilities ; and few people, in matters of indif- 
ference tothemfelves, fearch for farther evidence than a man of 
honour’s 
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honour’s affirmation, In our laft Review({p. 144.) we gave the 
author of the Defence of the Minority very fair play, and ap- 
plauded his candour in his deduétions from the fa&s he had 
ftated. The author of the pamphlet before us ftarts up, and 
tells us that shofe fac?s were not so, and appeals to the fame evi- 
dence which the minority-advocate produces, we mean the Votes 
of the Houfe of Commons, __ If this evidence-wasgood from the 
pen of the minority-advocate againft the letter-writer.in the 
Gazetteer of the 23d of May laft, it muft operate equally in 
the hands of this majority-advocate againft his.opponent ; and 
if the minorjty-man, moft unmercifully triumphs.upon, bis an- 
tagonift’s having mittaken. facts, he, at the fame.time, furnifhes 
weapons to beturned agaioft himfelf by this writer for the majority. 

We are pleafed to fee the author of the performance before 
us following the advice we have fo often recommended, and, ins 
deed, exemplified in our_review of the Defence of the Minority, 
we mean that of allowing to his opponent the: proper degree of 
merit as a writer.. Why ought authors to be worfe than the 
butchers of men or beafts? ‘Two generals, or officers, before or 
after a battle, generally compliment each other on their cou- 
rage and military abilities ; and.a.carcafe-butcher never faugh- 
ters a beaft that he does not recommend to his, brother- butcher 
for {pecial good meat. ‘This writer, has beffowed fome..pages 
upon the literary etiquette, in, which, we. think, he,acquits bim- 
felf very genteely.. The reader will fiod, in .the, page. above- 
quoted, the minority.man’s ftate..of the.famous queition. con- 
cerning general warrants, ¢ The author,, fays this,wniter, will 
give me leave to tranfccibe.it as it ftood amended on the 17th, 
to which the debate had beem adjourned);. which. I, have my 
reafon, for inferting, as he haddoubrlefs his, reafonsfor omitting 
it; ** That a general Warrant.for apprehending and _feizing 
the authors, printers, and publifhers of: a feditious. and. sreafon- 
able libel, together with their. papers, is not warranted, by law; 
although fuch warrant bath bean iffued according tothe ufage of office, 
and hath been frequently produced to, and fo far as appears to this 
houfe, the validity thereof bath never been debated in the court of 
King’s- bench, but the parties thereupon have-been- frequently baited by 
the faid court.” 

‘- Thus ttood the queftion, as amended by theconfent of thofe 
who moved it; it was therefore fuch as they had adopted; it 
was the only queftion under confideration of the houfe, when 
they voted to adjourn it. for four months, .The public will 
judge how fairly it has been reprefented by the defender of the 
mivority. I will only obferve, that it was foaltered, in order 
to give the public a true idea,of the cafe upoa.which this quef- 
tion wag agitated ; thatthe warrant of lord Hallifax was not 
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for a feditious, but for a editions and treafonable libel; and that 
the circumftance of having admitted to bail perfons apprehend- 
ed under fuch warrants, inftead of giving them their full difcharge, 
is of fo much importance to the queftion of the legality of the war- 
rants, that in the opinion of an old, experienced, and able law- 
yer upon that occafion, who will ever be efteemed an honour 
to the profeffion, it implies no lefs than an imputation of per- 
jury, to fuppofe fuch pra@ice to have prevailed in the court of 
King’s-bench, unlefs the legality of the warrants had been at 
the fame time acknowledged by that court.’ 

This defender of the majority then proceeds to examine the 
reafoning ot his opponent upon the queftion. Here we cannot 
think that his arguments are conclufive. 

* Had the motion been general, as ftated by the Gazettcer, 
6* Whether a general warrant from a fecretary of ftate be war- 
rantable by law or not? it feeins the author ‘is of opinion, that 
it would have been fuch, as a thinking and honeft man might 
very fairly and confiftently have voted againf, though he had 
voted forthe motion limited only to the cafe of feditious libels.”’I 
moft readily agree with him, that the two propofitions are highly 
different ; as different as an honeft zeal for the liberties of the 
fubje& (though perhapsin my judgment, as well as that of the 
defender himfelf, a miftaken one), and a captions and partial 
pretence, calculated to ferve no’ purpofes but the purpofes of 
party ; to amufe'the public with the found of liberty; to ob- 
tain, under that fpecious plea, a larger divifion in parliament ; 
and by an ex pé?'fadio refolution, that could extend to reach no 
farther than to’ a particular and reeént inftance, to {quint a 
cenfure of blame, oppreffion, and innovation upon the wnin- 
terrupted prattice of office, juftified by precedents produced 
from the time of the Revolution, reaching back, perhaps, to 
the remoteft times, and combined with the very effence of go- 
vernment.” The two propofitions are fo different: to my appre- 
henfion, that the one takes away from the executive: power, an 
authority which may frequently be found effential to the very 
being of the ftate; the other'is merely trifling with the public, 
by profefiing to give them a‘fecurity to their liberties, when, in 
fact, no fuch fecurity was intended.’ 

This quotation is fucceeded by a note, to thew that a fecretary 
of ftate was mentioned 'amonpft the firft officers of ftate above 
200 years ago. Articss Socrates, Jed magis amtca veritas; and as no 
one can fufpect us of difaffetion to'the government, we fhall 
be the more free in declaring our difapprobation of this quo- 
tation. We are of opinion that the more numerons the prece- 
dents were in favour of general warrants, the praétice called the 
more aloud for redrefs; and that the do&rine of the ninefs to 
veit 
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veft an extraordinary power in any fecretary of ftate, or offi- 
cer of the crown, whatever the pretext may be, is dangerous, 
ifnot unconititutional. It is mrue, am exigency may happen, 
where all property ought to ceafe, asin the cafe of a conflagration, 
where it is neceflary to blow up a fingle houfe to prevent. a 
whole city from being confumed. There requires no refolution 
in either houfe of parliament to eftablith, this neceflity, which, 
as Cicero fays, is drawn ex .intimis nature fontibas ; “* from the 
deepeft refources of nature :” but no Britith minifter ought to be 
vefied with any other difcretionary power... 

The author next (and we thiok very fairly.) convids the mi- 
nority-man of fometbing more than a miftake,in tating his fact. 

‘ Let us now examine, whether he bas been,more (ruly zea- 
lous in the fecuring the liberties of the individual, and ¢* de- 
fending the undoubted. and undifputed birth-right. of the {nb- 
ject.” The motion, take it.as it was moved hy, Sir W, M-—~-h, 
and feconded by Sir G. S lie, on the 14th, or .as it flood 
amended in the adjourned debate on the 87th, contains, what? 
it contains the refolution, of one houfe of. parliament,;, which 
therefore is only a declaration of theie fenfe of the law, not a 
judicial: determination of law,,which. might be pleaded ina coust 
of judicatare, that a geneval.warrant for feizing: authors,. prin- 
ters, and publifhers of a feditious. (and. treafonable,) libel, to- 
gether. with their papers, is, not warranted by law. . This refo- 
lution then would have been. the only medium that could be 
found; the exact and precife remedy to, the, evil.complained of ; 
which, ‘* without ftirring captioufly fo. delicate a queftion. of 
government, as that which they are with fo, little candour 
charged with,” would have been fufficient to..have quieted the 
fears that had been fo induftrioufly infufed .into.,the minds of 
men upon this illegal and: arbitrary proceeding. .Let us fee then 
what real fecurity this refolution would have, given ; and whe- 
ther, with-all the care, accuracy, and nicety with which. it was 
drawn, the cenfure of it might not poflibly have been evaded 
by fome future fecretary of ftate in fimilan inftances. If he 
granted the warrants general, and for feizing the papers,. he 
would, I confefs, ftand condemned under this refolution; but 
fuppofe, as a poflible cafe, he fhould. have;granted a particular 
warrant, defcribing the perfon, for the feizing the papers, and 
a.general warrant for apprehending the. authors, printers, and 
publifhers; L would be glad. to. know whether either_of thefe 
warrants would: fall under this: refolution ; or whether,. if the 
words treafonable practices were inferted (andiendeavouring to 
excite to treafon, | thould fufpeé& to, be a:treafonable practice) 
whether, in that cafe, a general warrant might not pafs uncen- 


fured, including both the perfons and papers, . If thefe evafions ° 
could 
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could indeed fruftrate that refolution, as I conceive they would, 
I hope I may be pardoned in having afferted, that this refolu- 
tion was offering a fecurity to liberty, which thefe very gentle- 
men themfelves, if ever they fhould be fo happy as to become 
minifters, were left at full liberty to fruftrate and evade, as of- 
ten as they fhould fee occafion, and would confequently amount, 
in effeé, to juft no fecurity at all.’ 

But tho’ the above quotation is a full anfwer to the reafoning 
of the minority-defender, yet it is with fomeconcern we perceive, 
that the writers on both fides of this argument have concurred in 
leaving the poifonous fting in the queftion. Pleafe your lordfhip, 
fays a poor culprit of an author, my cafe is bailable. Iam com- 
mitted only for a fal/e and malicious libel. So I think too, faysthe 
judge; let Mr. Attorney General attend to-morrow, when the 
man is tobe bailed. Away goes a pick-thank to the ¢- y of 
fi—e, and tells him that the delinquent will be bailed, becaufe 
the word ¢reafonadle is not in the warrant. Oh, fays his Jordthip, 
if that is all, we fhall foon make out another warrant ; whichis 
done upon the fpot, and ferved upon poor.author by way of detain- 
er. Ajudge of fpirit will pay but little regard even tothe formidable 
word #reafonable, and another alarm is brought to his lordfhip. 
What’s to be done now—the fellow will certainly be bailed— — 
Why nothing more eafy—make your warrant for HIGH- TREASON, 
and fee what judge dare bail him. The one cofts no more than 
the other. We fhould be glad to fay that this was not a fa& 
that a€tually happened under a whig f——-y of fi—e. We 
fhould be forry were it repeated; and at the fame time, accord- 
ing tothe ftate of the argument as admitted by both parties, it 
may happen to-morrow, were the feals of office lodged in 
weak or wicked hands. 

We have but one more obfervation to make upon this pam- 
phlet. The author fuppofes the motion, as amended on the 
17th, to be amended with confent of both parties.’ A minori- 
ty-man may perhaps fay, (and, if we miftake not, it has been 
faid), that the amendment was done by mere dint of majority. 
We are, however, of opinion that this is a moft thameful plea. 
Why is the minority to move a queftion to. which they are im- 
pelled by force ? Had the queftion been carried, where was their 
victory ? 

Upon the whole: though we think the majority-man has 
clearly the advantage of his opponent, it is evident to ws that 
both of them have induftrioufly ftood clear of what ought to 
be the main queftion ; the vefting dilcretionary, and confe- 
quently unlimited, powers in any officer of ftate or law. We 
cannot help concluding this article with an obfervation, that 
neither party has been candid enough to lay bare the true 
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grievance, or to probe it to the quick. Can, or cannot, f. $ 
of {—e commit a man without an oath that the perfon com- 
mitted is, or probably is, the author of the libel in queftion ? 
That they have done fo, is paft all difpute ; and according to 
the prefent management of the queftion concerning warrants, it 
appears to us that the minority-men are not more in earneft than 
the majority-men are, to have the fhocking abufes of office re- 


moved. 








XI. An Attempt to reftore the Supreme Worfhip of God the Father 
Almighty. For the Ufe of Poor Chriftians. By George Wil- 
liams, a Livery Servant. 8vo. Pr. 6d. Becket and De - 
Hondt. 


Ts pamphlet is faid to be written*by a livery fervant, and, 

to fay the truth, it is a production not unworthy one of the 
fraternity of the Rainbow. Prefixed to this precious performance, , 
is not only an advertifement addreffed to unitarian chriftians, 
of all denominations; but a preface dedicated to chriftians 
in general, in which the author attacks all thofe who, believe the , 
Trinity, in the following very extraordinary, but. inflrudtive . 
manner, as it teaches us what value we ought to fet upon works. , 
written by enthufiafts, who profefs their chief aim isto guard ; 
againft enthufiafm, 

‘ The method the learned Athanafians have taken, i is to per- 
vert and darken the holy fcriptures, and with fophiltry aod art , 
to defend what cannot be defended : I appeal to their writings 
for the truth ofthis. But what is this but fighting ainft God, 
and throwing duft in our eyes, and filiking thewifelves below. 

their level to which they can never rife again? 

* Believe me, | have no other motive than the glory of God;,, 
the advancement of the true Chriftian religion, and the good 
of mankind; and if any expreffion fhould be thought unchari- . 
table, lay it to my zeal forthe caufe: for I can (I thank God) fay . 
from the bottom of my foul, that f ain in love and charity. with, 
all men. 

* Ir wilh be objeéted, why fhould we bearken to fuch an illite- 
rate perfon when we have ‘a multitude of /earned teachers? I 
have no inclination to detra& from the. characters of learned 
men, many of whom havé employed “their, talents for, the_ad- 
vancement of true religion. But let the apoftle Paul’s obferva- 
tion be duly confidered, when the gofpel was firft preached to 
the Jews and Heathens, 1 Cor. i, ver. 26, 27. —ver, 29. Ye fee 
your calling, brethren, how that not many wile. men after the 
ficth, not many mighty, net many noble are called. But God 

hath 
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hath chofen the foolifh things of the world to confound the 
wife; and God hath chofen the weak things of the world, to 
confound the things which are mighty.—That no fieth fhould 
glory in his prefence.’ 


As to the performance itfelf, it isno other than a rant againft 
the Athanafian Creed, deftitute of coherence or reafoning, not 


without fome ftriétures upon the Apoitles Creed. Our author 
fays, addreffing himfelf to chriftians, 

‘ Therefore be fure to omit the Athanafian Creed; have 
nothing to do with that damning herefy. Omit alfo two ex- 
preflions in the Nicene Creed, viz. Being of one Jubfance with the 
Father ; and,—Wbho with the Father and the Son together is wor- 
fripped and glorified: but I rather think, you had better omit the 
whole creed ; for one good creed is fuficient, and I think the 
Apoftles Creed a very good one; if the words, He de/cended into 
Hell, were left out it would be better.—You fhould alfo omit 
the third and fourth petitions of the Litany; the firft is ad- 
dreffed to the Father Almighty, and the fecond to our Saviour 
as Mediator; both very right : but the third, to the Holy 
Ghoft; is wrong, becaufe the Holy Ghoft is no where in fcrip- 
ture called either God or Lord, nor fo much as one prayer is 
put up tohim. The fourth is put up to the three Perfons and 
one God, like the Athanafian Creed; and therefore falfe: there 
is no fuch thing as a trinity of Gods in one. You fhould alfo 
be careful to omit the doxology ;. becaufe in the beginning it 
was not fo, and therefore falfe.—All the prayers and colleés, 
' which end thus, Who liveth and reigneth with thee and the Holy 
Ghoft ever one God, world without end, be fure you never repeat, 
nor fay Amen to it, becaufe that is giving your confent to a 
lye.’ 

We fhould not have detained our readers upon fo trite and fo 
contemptible a produGiion, were it not that we are afraid it 
may be a precedent, unlefs guarded againft, for every imperti- 
nent footman to fet up as a reformer of manners. The whole of 
this pamphlet is no other than a jumble of incoherent quo- 
tations; and though a learned prelate has faid that he wifhed he 
could get decently rid of the Athanafian Creed, yet we cannot 
help faying of the Attempt before us, 


Non talis auxilio, non defenforibus ifis 
Tempus eget — 
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Xll. FRANCE, 


ARIS. Difcours fur l’Hiftotre Ecclefiaftique. Par -M ? Abbe 
Fleury, Sc. That is, Difcourfes om Ecclefiafti¢ Hiftory. By shé 
Abbé Fleury, Prior of Argenteuil, and Conjcffor to the King. A 
new Edition, enlarged with Difcourfes on the Uecbrew Poetry, the 
Sacred Scriptures, and the liberties of the Gallican Church. Ta which 
is added, a Difconrfe on the Renewal of Eccleftaftic Studies. /ince the 
14th Century, by the Abbé Goujet, Canon of St..Jaques de ?Ho- 
pital. 4 Paris, for Heriflant, 1763. 1 Vol im vamo. The 
difcourfes of the famous abbé Fleury are well known, and great- 
ly efteemed ; but having been publifhed long ago, fhould not 
have been mensionsll in this prefent Review, had :t not been 
for the new difcourfes inferted in this edition, which render it 
far fuperior to.any of the preceding. 

Nouvel Abregé de f Hiftoire de France, a [Usage des jeunes Gent, 
fc. That is, 4, mew Abridgement of the Hifiory of France, con- 
taining the remarkable Events from Pharamond, in 420, to the-1ff 
of January 1763. With a Geographical and Hiftorical Idea of the 
French Monarchy, and Refie&ions on the Nobility, Feudal Tenures, 
Titles, Dignities, and the Anfiitution of Parliaments: In 120, for 
Charpentier. 

Memoire fur une Queflion Anatomique relative a la Furifprudence, 
dans lequelen etablit les Principes pour diflinguer, @ 0 Infpedtion 
d’un Corps trouvé perdu, les Signes du Suicide d’avec ceux de ¥ Affaf- 
finat. Par Me Louis, &c. ‘Thatis, 4 Memoir concerning an Ana- 
tomical Queftion relative to a Potnt of Law, wherein certain Princi= 
ples are laid down to diftinguifh the Marks of Suicide from thofe of Af- 
JSalfination, upon infpeGing a dead Body. By M. Louis, of the Royal 
Academy of Surgery,.at Pavis, in 12mo. The misfortune which 
happened at Touloufe in the month of March, 1762, gave rife 
to this differtation. The father of young Calas being-accufed - 
and convicted of having hanged his own fon, died by the hands . 
of a common executioner, In an affair of thatnature, the de- 
pofition of the phyfician and furgeon, who were upon the fpot, 
and immediately infpected the dead body, was of great weight 
with the magiftrates in pafling judgment : hence a queftion is 
propofed, whether there are any plain figns or tokens, by which 
a phyfician and furgeon, upon being called in at fuch a crifis, 
may be enabled to pronounce that the deceafed hanged himéelf, 
or fuffered violence from fome other perfon? 

Zacchias, Alberti, Bohnius, Valentini, &c. have indicated the 
figns by which a phyfician may determine, whether a perfon 
who is found hanging, really died of the fufpenfion, or was 
Vor, XVIII. September, 1764. Q hanged 
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hanged up after he had died of fome other death ; but they do 
not meddle with the prefent cafe. Hence it is, that in Mr. 
Lewis’s differtation the queftion is entirely new. Though M. 
Lewis has not folved this problem, which we may deem info- 
luble, as to the poffibility of finding in a man that has hang- 
ed himfelf fuch particular figns as thall diftinguith him from a 
perfon murdered by another ; ftill this is a moft curious and 
interefting performance, The author, with extraordinary faga- 
city, fhews how greatly a furgeon ought to diftruft his own abi- 
lities, and with what circumfpeétion he fhould proceed, when 
he is togive an opinion by which the eftate, life, and reputation 
of a fellow citizen are to be determined. . 

De PUtilité des Voyages relativement aux Sciences et aux Moeurs ; 
Difcours prononcé par M. TP Abbé Gros de Befplas, Se. a Paris, chez 
Bertier. That is, The Utility of Foreign Travel, in relation to 
Learning and Manners, a Difcourfe pronounced by the Abbé.Gros de 
Befplas, of the College of Sorbonne, and Vicar General of the Diocefe 
of Bezancon. At Paris, for Berthier, 1763. This is an elo- 
quent piece, but more remarkable for the fallies of imaginati- 
on, than for folidity of argument. 

Traité des Devoirs des Gens du Minde, &F fur tout des Chefs de Fa- 
mille. Par M. Collet, Do&eur en Theologie, in 12mo. 1763. That 
is, A Treatife on the Duties of the Laity, and efpecially Heads of Fa- 
milies. By M. Collet, LoGor of Divinity, in 12mo. 1763. For 
Bure and. Heriffant. In this pretended philofophical age, 
works that treat of the duties of a Chriftian are but too com- 
monly flighted, as the produions of vifionaries, methodifts, 
and priefts ; but this fhall not difcourage us from recommend- 
ing a work of great merit, and plainly calculated for the ad- 
vancement of practical morality. The author, being a Roman 
Catholic, proper allowance muft be made for the prejudices in 
favour of his own religion. In the introduction, which he en- 
titles, Motives for ftrengthening our belief in Chriftianity, he 
makes great ufe of the excellent differtation of the prefent lord 
bifhop of Gloucefter, concerning the attempt of the emperor 
Julian to rebuild the temple of Jerufalem, and the miracle by 
which it was prevented. 

Ta&tique Navale, ou Traité des Evolutions et Signaux, avec Fi- 
gures en Taille deuce. Par M, le Vicomte de Morogues, Capitaine des 
Vaiffiaux du Roy, Fe. a Paris, chex Guerin FF Latour, 1763. in 
4to, Thatis, Naval Ta&ics, or a Treatife of Evolutions and Sig- 
nals, with Cuts. By M. the Vifcount de Morogues, Captain of 
the King’s Ships, Chief of the Brigade of the Royal Body of Artillery, 
Member of the Marine Academy, &Jce. At Paris, for Guerin and 
Latour, in 1763, in 410. To be bad at Nourfe’s, and Vaillant’s, in 


the Strand. This is awork of great reputation among the 
French. 
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French. It contains the art of drawing up their fleets in line of 
battle, an art called Tactics, from a Greek word which figni- 
fies ars ordinandi. Naval taétics is, therefore, the art of draw- 
ing up a fleet, or fquadron, at fea, in order of battle. What 
is very extraordinary, the French, before this time, had no other 
treatife ou this fubje& than the Evolutions of Father Hofte, a 
Jefuit, who had attended feveral of the French admirals the 
fpace of twelve years on their different expeditions. But to 
write a work of this kind, a perfon fhould have been a fea-offi- 
cer; and therefore it is that M. de Morogues was fo much 
better qualified for the undertaking. The commiffaries of the 
academy, who examined the performance, declare, that M. de 
Morogues, from his extenfive knowledge, was extremely capa~ 
ble of colleGiing into one body, and difpofing in the properelt 
order, the beft evolutions and fignals, to the end that the pub- 
lic might have a clear view of all that can be faid on the fub- 
j ect. 

Lyons. Traité de Phifologie, dans leque! aprés avoir Etabli des 
Thefes fur le Mechanifme de nos Fonéiens, on donne une Explication 
courte des Phenomenes du Corps Humain. Par M. Jean Ferapie Du- 
fieu, @ Lyon, z tom. in \2mo0. That is, ATreatife on Phyfiology, in 
which, after efablifbing certain Thefes on the Mechani/m of our 
Fun&ion:s, a foort Explanation is given of the Phenomena of the Hu-~ 
man Redy. By M. John Ferapie Dufieu, Dofor of Phyfic, and 
Surgeon to the great Hofpital at Lyons, for Claude Jaquenode she 
Son. 1763, 2 vols, in 12m0,———- Were we to judge of the degree 
of perfe&tion to which a fcience is arrived by the number of 
treatifes to which it has given rife, we fhould look upon phyfio- 
logy, or, which is the fame thing, that part of phyfic which 
treats of the ufes and fun@ions of the human body, as advanced 
toa perfect ftate, fo.asto leave very little room for further difco- 
veries: yet this is far from being the cafe ; and, notwithftand- 
ing all that has been written thefe forty years, a good treatife 
on phyfiology is ftill wanting. It reqaires a man that has ftu- 
died hard, feen a great deal of prattice, followed the medical 
art in its full extenfion, and moreover has attained to an agein 
which the mind, ftill in its vigour, divefted of prejudices, “fees 
and reprefents objets with the fole view of inftructing, with- 
out any regard to intereft or reputatation, and without fear of 
criticifm. This cannot be faid of Mr. Dufieu, whofe time was 
chiefly employed in the practice of furgery ; and who feems not 
to have the precognita requifite for undertaking’ a work of this 
nature, 


Q2 XII. IT ALY. 
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XI ITALY. 


EGHORN. Saygio Sopra? Academia di Francia ch’é in Roma; 
Livorno, 1753. Per Marco Coltellini, in 8v0. 'Thit is, 4a 
Effay on the French Academy at Rome, in 8v0. This eflay was 
written by the late count Algarotti, who addreffes ir to Thomas 
Holles, Efq. member of the Royal Society, and of the Society of 
Antiquarians. The defign of the whole performance is to re- 
fute thofe authors, who pretend that the French academy eftab- 
lithed at Rome by Lewis XIV. is of no fervice to the pupils, 
whom the French academy fend every year to improve them- 
felves in painting and fculpture. Their arguments are, 1. That 
there is at prefent a fufficient number of Italian paintings, and 
of antique ftatues, in France, for the inftru€tion of ycung ar- 
tilts. 2. That France at all times has had excellent artifts who 
never fet foot in Italy. M. Algarotti propofes to refute thefe 
arguments by fhewing, that, in order to carry the art to its 
higheft perfection, it is neceffary to view and to examine thofe 
great mafter-pieces, which are to be found in the feveral cities 
of Italy. 

Lucca. Stephani Baluzii Tutelenfis Mifcellanea novo ordine di- 
gefta, (F non paucis ineditis Monumentis opportunifque Animadverft- 
onibus aufta, opera ac fiudio Fo. Dominici Marfe Lucen/is. Tom 3. 
continens Monumenta d:plomatica S Epiftolaria. Luca, 1763. apud 
Vincent Jua&inum, in Folio. The appendix to this work, pub- 
lithed by M. MarGi, contains feveral traés, that never appeared 
in any other edition. 

Venice. J) Lettorile, Poema ercico del Signor Nicol. Beileaw 
Defpreaux, tradotto del Francefe dal N. V. D. Carlo Giow. Bap. 
Cacherano Co. @’Ofafio, di Cantcrana, deila Rocca, &Fc. in Venexia, 
1762. preffo Paolo Colombani, in 8v0.——This is a tranflation 
of Boileau’s Lutrin into Italian. 

Verona. Opfufcula Phyfiologico-Pathologica, Differtationes tres 
exhibentia. 1. De affeGionibus infantiea®S pueritia. 2 De affec- 
tibus fene@utts. 3. De Vifgonis Senforio, Authore Antonio Fracafini, 
Med. Veron. Acad. Bonon. Socio, Sc. Verona, 1763. 

Turin. Melanges de Philojophie et de Mathematique, de la Soci- 
té Royale de Turin; a Turin del Imprimerie Royale. That is, Phi- 
lofophical and Mathematical Mijcellanies, by the Royal Society of Tu- 
tin. At the King’s Printing Houfe, Torin. —Thele mifcellanies 
contain feveral ingenious memoirs publifhed in the year 1760 
and 1761. Among the reft are the chevalier Daviet de Fonce- 
rac’s treatife on the fundamental principles of mechanics,’ Alge- 
bre Philofophicz in ufum artis inveniendi {pecimen primum Lu- 
dovici Richeri; and M, Carena’s Obfervations on the courfe of 
the river Po. 
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The latter is a moft curious and interefling differtation on 
the fucceffive alterations of the bed of this river, effected 
fometimes by art, and at other times by nature. The refearches 
of the author muft greatly tend to the improvement of geogra» 
phy and natyral hiftory. The ancient hiftorians make menti- 
on of two iflands called Eleétrides, at the mouth of the Eridanus, 
or the Po. Neither Strabo nor Pliny could find in their time 
any veftiges of thofe iflands, nor of the Elefrum or Amber, 
from whence they derived their name. On one of thofe iflands 
the Pelafgi founded the town of Spina, which gave its name to 
‘the mouth called Spinetica. The denomination of this town is 
taken from a Greek word which fignifies a fpark, and fhews the 
nature of the foil, which was full of pyrites, or fire-ftones, ac- 
cording to the teftimony of Ariftotle. Plutarch relates, that in 
the country formerly inhabited by the Celis, a ball of nflam- 
mable matter being thrown into the air by an eruption, fell into 
the Eridanus, which quenched the flames, Valerius Flaccus 


mentions the fame thing ; 


Acer &§ Eridani trepidum globus ibat in amaem. 
Argon, lib, v. ver. 430. 


Hence we have an explanation of part of the celebrated fa- 
ble of Phaeton, and a freth inftance of thofe eruptions, which, 
at fundry times, have produced fuch changes on the furface of 
the terreftrial globe. 

Scylax, who wrote towards the year 500 before the vulgar 
zra, fays that the town of Spina was fituated near the river of 
the fame name (Spinus or the Eridanus) about 20 ftadia, of two 
miles and ahalf from its mouth. In Strabo’s time, thar is, in 
the beginning of the firft century, Spina, which this author ftill 
calls a maritime town, was feated on the continent about go 
ftadia (eleven miles and a quarter) from the fea. Thus in the 
fix centuries which elapfed from the time of Scylax to that of 
Strabo, the river mult have wathed away a fufficient-quantity of 
mud and flime down to where it empties itfelf into the fea, to 
lengthen the continent the diflance of nines mile ; which would 
be giving it a mile’s increafe every fixty-fix years. Following 
this progreflion, the author thinks he might place the Adriatic 
fhore, after the deluge, within a mule above Codrea. With te 
gard to the exact fituation of Spina, if we fubmit to the antho- 
rity of Spreti and Alberti, it mult have been in a part of the 
moor of Comacchio, near the fpot where Magin’s map places 
Porto di Primaro-and Punta di Humana. 

In Strabo’s, time the Po was distded into feven branches; for 
it did not begin toenter the bed of the Po Grande till the twelfth 
century. In procefs of time, is {!ream was divided into feveral 

Q 3 channels, 
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channels, fome of which are now dried up. Auguftus Cefar 
had dug a canal, which feparated from the ‘branch Spinetica 
above Ravenna. This city was then wafhed by the Adriatic ; 
but towards the end of. the fixteenth century, it was diftant 
four miles from the fea. King Odoacer caufed another canal 
tu be dug, which joined that of Auguftus to a branch of the 
Po, and which was ftill navigable in the fourteenth century. 
Some authors of the middle ages call this branch Baderinus ; 
but its true name was Padarenus. Prifcian Pellegrin defcribes 
an ancient canal called Foffa Bofia, which from the village of 
Confaldo conveyed part of the waters of the Primaro into the 
Po of Vo/ano at Medelana: this was the ancient bed of the San- 
dalus, which took its name from one Bofus, by whom it was 
cleanfed. 

The firft divifion of the Po was made at Codrea, the right 
branch was the Eridanus, the lefi was called Sagis. Pliny fays, 
that the Olana was the firft of the fubfequent branches formed 
by art. Polybius takes notice only of the Padufa or Eridanus, 
and the Olana. ‘Towards the commencement of the eighth 
century, the inhabitants of Ravenna dug a canal, to which 
they gave the name of Fofa, or Padus Foffe; and now it is 
calied Po di Ferrara, or Po Morto, from the fmallnefs of the 
ftream.. From the left of the Eridanus a branch was alfo 
opened in procefs of time, known to the ancients by the name 
of Vergens Fluvius, now by that of Vergenefe, which is very 
fhallow, .and-Jofes itfelf in the moor of Comacchio ; its mouth, 
which Pliny calls €zprafie offium, is the prefent Porto di Mag- 
na-Vacca. 

All. thefe branches or canals, thofe which the Tyrrhenians 
dug in order to divert the waters of this river into the marfhes 
of Adria, called Septem maria; the different rivers which dif- 
embogued themfelves into the fea, when the Adriatic fhore was 
above Codrea, and which afterwards mixed their waters with 
the Po; all. thefe caufes conjoined, have wafhed down a 
prodigious quantity of mud and flime towards the gulph, by 
which means the fea-fhore has been removed to its prefent dif- 
tance from the above places. 

After mentioning thefe changes in the Po, M. Carena makes 
a few obfervations on the fource, and on fome of the rivers 
which empty themfelves into it ; and laftly, he points out the 
effects of the extenfion of the continent at the mouth of rivers. 
He thinks, that as the mud thus protruded down the ftream 
raifes the furface of the fea by the extenfion of the continent, 
the confequence is, that the fea muft overflow fomewhere elfe, 
and drown thofe maritime parts which happen to be lower than 
the fea-waters. The furface of the earth muft at Jong run be 
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a greater lofer than gainer; and if revelation did not inform’ 


us that it is to be no more overwhelmed by a deluge, but de- 
ftroyed by a conflagration, we fhould conclude, that in a long 
feries of years it would be all covered with water. 





XIV. GERMAN  Y. 


ALLE. The excellent account which the illuftrious 


Linnzus has publifhed in the Swedifh language, of his 
voyage in 1741, tothe iflands of Oeland and Gothland, has 
been lately tranflated into the German language, and makes a 
volume in o&avo, printed for J. Cuft, 1764. 

Beruin. Difcours moraux pour fervir de fuite au Philofopbe Chre- 
tien, par M. Formey. That is, Moral Difcourfes, being a~Centinu- 
ation of the Chriftian Philofopher. For John Jafperd, 1764, t2mo. 
—The fermons which compofe the four volumes of the Chri- 
ftian Philofopher have had a very extraordinary fuccefs. This 
perhaps was owing to the form in which they made their pub- 
lic appearance ; for a great many readers, who hittle imagined 
they were perufing a clergyman’s fermons, would have difdained 
to look at them, if inftead of the motto’s taken from profane 


authors, they had feen texts of fcripture at the head of thofe 


difcourfes. But M. Formey has not ufed that innocent aitifice 


in thefe moral difcourfes; they appear in the form of fermons, 


with the fcriptural texts, and the other chara&eriftics of frat 
fpecies of writing. 

Leipstc, Profeflor Boehm, a gentheman celebrated’ for his 
profound knowledge of hiftory and polite literature, has pub- 


lifned fom e months ago, 4Za pacis Oliwenfis inedita, Tom. 1. in quo 


Foachimi Pafterit ab Hirtenberg aurora pacis, Diartum pacificationit, 
ex bibliotheca Zalufkiana nunc primum prolatum, Oliva pacis, con- 
tinentur.  Recenfuit, illuftravit, tabulas publeeas &F obferwationes ad- 
jecit Fob. Gottlob Bothmius, biftoriograpbus vegias. Hift.’ PP. Lips. 
Wratiflavia apud Kornium S$ Gampertum 1764. ‘This new prefent 
which M. Boehm makes to the public, will be the miore’ atcept- 
able, as the original pieces, which through his.care make their 
firft appearance in print, are illuftrated with a great’ variety of 
remarks, all relating to the hiftory of the treaty of Oliva.’ °T he 

reader will be particularly pleafed with the characters of’ the 
minifters who concluded that treaty,’ and of feyeral other ftatef- 
men of that time. 

Antonii Wilbelmi Platzii, pro Cancellarii, trafatus de plantarum 
wirtutibus, ex ipjarum charaGere re ae ares addifeendis, Liphe, 
1764, in 410. 

=! egerTecAacpirporerperay BiCrog A. Xenopbontis me- 
Q 4 mora. 
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morabilium Socratis Dictorum Libri lV. Quartum vecenfuit, emenda- 
wit, tlufiravit, et Indicem adjecit Joan Aug. Ernefi. In Oficina 
Frijvia, 1763. 8ve. The various readings and the new notes 
With whicn this edition of Socrates’s Didta M: morabilia is en- 
riched, render it tar fuperi r to the three preceding editidts 
puriithed by the fame learned gentle» an, 

STRASBURG Differtatio medica de Cicuta, quam folemni erudi- 
torum examin propomit Auctor Projedtus Frfephus Ebrhart, Rederfhe- 
menfis Aljfata Fe Thatis, A Phyfcal Differtation: on Hemlock, 
by M_ Project Jofeph Ehvhart, of Rederfheim in Alface. At 
Strasburg, for Jonas Lorenzo, 1763, in 410. Among the fe- 
veral pieces that have appeared on the ufe of hemlock fince the 
publication of Mr. Storck’s treatif on this fubje@, none have 
been more deferving of our attention than the diflertation be- 
fore us. The author to a very profound erudition has joined 
an excellent analyfis of this plant, with feveral curious obfer- 
vations concerning its ufe, His differtation may be divided 
into five parts: in the firft he inquires into the names by which 
hemlock was diftinguifhed by the Greeks and Romans ; in the 
fecond he gives a defcription of the plant, with the different 
names by which it has been diftinguithed by modern botanifts 3 
the third contains its analyfis; the fourth mentions the fatal 
effe&ts that arofe from it when taken ir too large a dofe, which 
was the reafon of its having been hitherto confidered as a poi- 
fon by all the faculty ; and the fifth treats of the good effedts 
it has produced either before or fince Mr. Storck rendered the 
ufe of it fo familiar. Some of thele obfervations are new, 
and extremely interefting. 





XV. UNITED PROVINCES, 


MSTERDAM. Lettres a Mr. Rouffeau, pour fervir de Re- 
ponfe A fa Letire contre le Mandement de M. L’ Archevéque de 
Paris. That is, Letters to M Rouffeau, in Anfwer io his Letter 
azainft the Paftoral Letter of the Archbifzop of Paris, Amfterdam, 
for Michael Rey, 1763. im Svo. The avihor of this perform- 
ance is M. L’Abbe Yvon. 
Analyfe raifonnée de la Sageffe de Charron, That is, A rational 
Analyfis of M. Charron’s Treatife on Wifdem. At Amfterdam, 


for Michael Rey, 1763, im 12mo. 2 Vols. Charron is one of 


the moft original writers in the French language. He greatly. 
refembles his friend Montaigne, in freedom and boldnefs of 
fentiment. Charron was born at Paris in 1541, and died in 
that city Nov. 16, 1603. His treatiie on wifdom has been 
always held in high eftcem, and has undergone be tran- 
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{lations in our language. The analyfis before us is a kind of 
abridgment of that excellent work ; and the author thereof has 
inferted fome notes, in which he fometimes oppofes M. Char- - ° 
ron’s opinions. 

Urrecut. Henrici Cannegieter de Gemma Bentinckiana, item de 
Ifide ad Turnacum inventa, necnon de Dea Burorina.ad ampliffimum 
Virum Wilbelmum Pauli fupreme Hollandorum, Zelandorum, §5 Frif- 
fiorum Curia Senatorem Traje@i ad Rbenum, apud Guliel. Hen. Kroon, 
1764. This isa thort but curious differtation, written in a very 
elegant ftile, replete with erudition, and worthy of the author 
as well as of the learned magiftrate to whom it is infcribed, 
The firft article is a fine fapphire in the poffeffion of count Ben- 
tinck The .author confiders it as an antiquarian, and, after 
many learned refearches, proves it to be a reprefentation of 
the Jupiter Serapis of Egypt. By the way he obferves, from 
Pliny the Elder, that it was in this philofophei’s time they be- 
gan to wear gems in rings, reprefenting either Hippocrates, 
or fome otber Egyptian deity. In the fecond article the rea- 
der will find whatever the ancients have advanced in regard to 
Ifis, her worfhip and attributes. This is done info concife and 
-matterly a manner, that it is not poflible to abridge it; fo that 
we muft refer the reader to the differtation itfelf, The third 
article is an infcription lately found at Domburgin Zealand, 
which the author reads, Dee Burorine quod votum eff Malius 
wvotum folvit pro fe fuifque. This Burorina he fuppoles to be a 
local or tutelary goddefs, like the Nymphs of the Greeks and 
Romans ; probably the neighbourhood of Domburg was under 
her protection. The author founds his conje&ture on the ety- 
mology of the word diver in Dutch, which fignifies a neigh- 
bour, from whence éuren to vilit, durer a vifitor, and thence 
might have been formed Burorina. Befides this infcription, he 
explains two others relative'to the above article ; and his expli- 
cations are fupported by fuch erudition and delicacy of tafte, as 
intitle him to the acknowledgment of the reader, 

The ingenious oration which M. Hennert pronounced the 
6th of February this year at his entering upon the profeffor- 
fhip of philofophy, mathematics, and aftronomy, was lately 
printed by Biddelet with the following title ; Fohannis: Frederici 
Hennert Oratio inauguralis, de Ingenio Mathematici, difa publice 
A.D. 11 Feb. 1764. quum extraordinariam Philosophie, Mathefios, 
EF Aftronomie Profeffionem, Vin illuftri Traje@ina Acadsmia aufpica- 


retur. In gto. pp. 40. 
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MonTHLY CATALOGUE. 


16. A Reply to the Counter-Addrefs; being a Vindication of a Pame 
phlet entitled, an Addrefs to the Public, on the late Difmiffion of a 
General Officer. 8v0. Pr.is. Nicoll. 


HE reader, in our laft Number *, may find an account 

of the pamphlet to which this is intended as an anf{wer. 

We are forry to repeat our obfervations, that perfonal fcur- 

rility is unworthy of gentlemen; but we cannot help faying, 

with regard to the controverfy before us, that the Counter-ad- 

dreffer gave the firft blow, which is moft feverely returned in 

this Reply ; and, for that reafon, we fhall omit giving any 

fpecimens of what we moft fincerely condemn, and wifh to be 
banifhed from all writing. 

We forefaw that the motto would become an objeé in the 
controverfy, and therefore we tranflated it ; we hope not for 
the ufe of the Addreffer, though his manner of reprinting it 
is fomewhat fufpicious, if the Addrefier and the Replier are 
the fame; though we rather fuppofe it an error of the prefs. 
Both antagonifts ought to have obferved that Salluft is not ac- 
countable for the maxim laid down in the motto, which is indeed 
no more than a prudential, but very juft, obfervation thrown 
out by Czfar in the debate concerning the punifhment of the Ca- 
talinarian confpirators. We readily acknowledge the fuperiority 
of our author, in point of writing, to his antagonift, and he 
has very fully vindicated the propriety of the late difmiffion ofa 
general oficer. The fhameful expedition to Rochefort ought 
never tobe forgot; and hadtheReplier been furnifhed with fuffi- 
cient information, he might have aiked, with a malicious fneer, 
Who infinuated, that the fuccefs of the attempt upon Rochfort 
was improbable, and advifed a defcent upon another part of: 
that coaft, for this very notable reafon, becaufe the falt- works 
there were defencelefs ? 

Having thus done juftice to both writers, we owe fome to 
ourfelves, and with that the author of this Reply had given us 
an opportunity of praifing his candour as well as his capacity, 
which we fhould moft willingly have done, had he acknow- 
Jedged his obligations to the author of the 1gth article of the 
Monthly Catalogue in the Critical Review of Jaft month. A 


gentleman may be above paying, but he ought not to be above 


acknowledging, a debt. 





* Critical Review for Auguft, 1764, p. 146. 
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17. An Enquiry into the Queftion, Whether Furies art, or are not, 
Fudges of Law, as well as of Fa&; with a particular Reference 
to the Cafe of Libels. 8vo. Pr. 6d. Wilkie... 


We remember in the time of the rebellion of 1745, a number 
of hawkers and newfmen got together in expe€tation of an ex- 
traordinary Gazette ; but they were difappointed of the publi- 
cation, and confequently of their fuppers. In Butcher-Row they 
’ held a chapter, where it was moft learnedly debated, in prefence 
of their printer, whether they fhould have a terrible apparition, or a 
barbarous, bloody, and inhuman murder, to make amends for their dif 
appointment. We cannot look upon the authors of fach pieces 
as this before us in any other light than that of hawkers and 
newfmen. They wait fora popular topic, fuch as that of juries, 
judges, general warrants, or the like. They lug out all thathas 
been faid upon the fubje& by former writers, and behold here is 
a pamphlet, fuch as that under confideration, which does not 
contain a fingle word of juries being judges of the:law as well as 
the faé, that has not been again and again enforced by credit- 
able writers. _ The practitioners of law might; perhaps, think 
themfelves difhonoured fhould we fuppofe this work to come 
from the pen of an attarpey’s clerk in the third year of his ap- 
prenticeihip. | 


18. A Letter to the Pub.ic Advertifer. Svo, Is. Almon, 4 


Never were authors reduced to fuch wretched thifts as.fome of 
our prefept political writers. This letter feems. to be wrote. by. 
a perfon who is afraid to quit his hold of aés of parliament, 
and the pra@tice of courts; and therefore dares not ftep one 
inch into conftitutiomal argument. © His defign in this publica, 
tion, is.to abufe a great and refpectable. charaéter, and to-com- 
pare him to the execrable Jefferies. Lord M. has fully and can- 
didly vindicated himfelf from all imputation of laying it down.as 
a doétrine, that @ jury are not judges of the law as seh as the fa8, 
IF THEY PLEASE TO TAKE IT UPON THEMSELVES. 


19. A Letter to the Peace-maker, on the Infra&iion of the Peace rH 
the French and Spaniards. 410. Pr. 13. 6¢., Burd, 


This is a moft importantly ftupid. arraignment. of: the 
late peace, addreffed to the noble Lord who is fuppofed to have 
had the principal hand in making it. The author rambles 
about from age to age, from hiftory to hiftory, to juftify the, 
perfonalities which he heaps upon the noble perfonage. 
The principal error in the .plan of our undertaking 
is that of being obliged, smolentes volentes, to refcve from 
oblivion, 
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oblivion, pieces that muft inevitably fink, were it not for our 
labours. 


20. Confiderations whith may tend to promote the Settlement of our 
new Welt-India Colonies, by encouraging Individuals to embark 


in the Undertaking. 8vo. Pr.-ts. Robfon. 


This writer’s confiderations are confined to the iflands of Gre- 
nada, the Grenadin.s, Dominica, St. Vincent, -and Tobago, 
all firuated in the neighbourhood of Barbados. He gives 
us an account of each, b th geographical and civil ; their intend- 
ed conftitutions are well laid down; and the plan of their go- 
vernment is, in a great meafure, juftified. The author tells us, in 
a note, that the number of French inhabitants in Dominica 
and St. Vincent amount to near 4000, and their flaves to up- 
wards of 12.000. Upon the whole, this performance feems to 
have been written under the eye of fome of the new appointed 
governors, as it gives us a very advantageous idea of our late 
acquifitions in preference to our old fettiements. 


21. The Prefent State of Navigation on the Thames confidered ; and 
certain Regulations propofed. By a Commiffioner. 4to. Pr. 15. 
Rivington. | 
This is an honeft pamphlet, and, in our opinion, fenfible and 

rational ; but as the whole of it depends upon faéts, of which we 
cannot have an opportunity to be judges, we can enter into no 
detail of it farther than faying, that, if the faéts are properly 
ftated, the obje& recommended is very deferving of the public 
confideration. 


22. The Lives of all the Earls and Dukes of Devonthire, defcended 
Srom the renowned Sir William Cavendith, one of the Privy Coun- 
Jellors to King Henry VIIl. Illuftrated with Reflections and Qb- 
JServations on the moft firiking Paffages in each Life: Interfperfid 
with fome Particulars of the Lives, CharaGers, and Genealogies 
of feveral great and eminent Men, their Contemporaries ; to which 
is added, a foort Account of the Rife, Progrefs, and Prefent State 
of the High Court of Chancery. By Mr. Grove, of Richmond. 
8vo. Pr. 63. Nourfe. 


Mr. Grove of Richmond is a kind of a Harlequin hiftorian, 
He fets out to write the lives of the earls and dukes of Devon- 
fhire. In an inftant he ftrips off his frock, converts himfelf to a 
cheefemonger, a conjurer, or an old woman, and runs rambling 
after all the earls and dukes of the creation. In fhort, except- 


ing our friend the hiftorian of the parliament of Great-Bri- 
tain, 
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tain *, we do not know a more ftupid plagiary than Mr. Grove. 
But peace to his manes. Poor Grove had no party confidera- 
tions in his head. © He wrote from two principles of enthu- 
fiafm. The one was, that cardinal Wolfey, and alt who 
had the leaft dependence upon him, (as the anceftor of the pre- 
fent Cavendith family, who was gentleman of his bed-chamber) 
were the greateit and beft men in the world, ‘The other - 
principle was, that he was the greateft and beft hiftorian that 
ever took pen in hand. After all, there is inftruétion even in 
artlefs compilation ; nor fhalt we deny Mr, Grove of Rich= 
mond that merit. 


23. A Pronouncing and Spelling Di@ionary, &Fe. By William John- 
fton, M. A. 12m0. Pr. 3s. 6d. Johnifton. 

Let no Ariftarch of learning difdain performances of this kind, 
We look upon that before us in a patriotic light ; becaufe, as: 
we have obferved on other occafions, the extenfion of language 
is an extenfion of influence. France owes her power to her 
language, and we fhould be glad to find that the next turn 
fhould fall to England. A man born and bred up in‘ Middle- 
fex or Oxfordfhire may be ignorant of the utility of fuch a work 
as this, becaufe it tells him no more than what he knows before. 
That is not the cafe with foreigners ; nay, we will venture to 
fay with three-fourths of the inhabitants of Great-Britain, who 
are totally ignorant of the principles and praétice of {pelling 
and pronouncing. What pains did not fome of the beft wri- 
ters and critics in France take upon this ftudy, before their lan- 
guage became fo univerfal as it is now ! Quintilian himfelf, who 
was incomparably the fineft writer, and the beft critic, of his 
own or any other age, has defcended lower than Mr. Johnfton 
has done in the work before us. Our author has eftablithed 
clear practicable rules for articulation, and confequently for faci- 
litating to foreigners the pronouncing and fyllabification of the 
Englifh language ; and that upon principles which are in com- 
mon to all languages, In fome points, however, we affirm 
(for it is no matter of opinion) that he is miftaken. ‘ No ge- 
nuine Scotchman ever pronounced the word mafer like maifter.”” 
This would be a fmall miftake, were it not that the greateft 
part of the dodtrine of pronunciation depends upon the ana- 
logy of words and languages; nor can it indeed be rendered 
intelligible in any other manner. 2 


24. The Complete Englith Spelling Di@ionary ; upon am entire mew 
Plan, Se. For the ufe of Schools. Small 8ve. Pr. 3s. Nourfe. 


This is another well-meant attempt for afcertaining the pro- 
nunciation and purity of our language. We do not per- 





* See Critical Review for latt Month, p. 150. 
5 ceive 
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ceive that its principles differ materially from thofe of Mr. 
Johnfton. For the reafons expreffed in the former article, we 
recommend it to the encouragement of the public. Hae nuge in 
Jeria ducunt, What can be more fimple than the data and ax- 
ioms of Euclid ; and yet into what an immenfity of reafoning 
they lead us! The fame may be faid of language. Its ele- 
ments are fimple; but upon thofe elements a moft noble fu- 
perftruc&ture may be raifed. 


25. TheLyrick Pacquet. Containing moft of the Favourite Songs, fericus 
and comic, that have been performed for three Seafons paft at Sad- 
ler’s Wells, &%c. By T. Mozeen. 800. Pr. 2s 6d. Dixwell. 
Ladies and Gemmen (that we may do credit to our friend 

Clark, in Sir Launcelot Greaves, and his brothers of the Bed- 

ford) kere’s a lot—Mr. T. Mozeen,—a jewel of an author— 

the greateft that ever was, or ever will be. He is not contented, 
ladies and gemmen, to be the Pindar and Horace, the Butler 
and Boileau of the age; but here he has toft you up a preface, 
where he difcovers himfelf to be the Theophrattus, the Roche- 

foucault, the Bacon, and the Bruyere, of Great-Britain. A 

jewel of a man, ladies and gemmen, putin the lot at your own 

price.—So fays the poetical auétioneer ; and far be it from us to 
underbid for the works of Mr. T. Mozeen, efpecially when pub- 
lifhed under fo refpectable a patronage as that of Mr. Thomas 

Rofoman, proprietor of Sadler’s Wells. A ftory lies in our way, 

as Falftaff fays, and we have found it. One Mr. John Banks 

(who had been formerly a weaver) a genius, as near as we can 

guefs, parallel to that of Mr. T. Mozeen, and much of the fame 

caft, fent the late Mr. Pope propofals for prioting his works, 
with fpecimens annexed, The arch bard, who was not very liberal 
either of praife or money, faw good humour, good nature, and 
fome fprinklings of wit interfperfed in the pacquet that came 
to his hand; and it mollified, tho’ it did not overcome, his 
cynical difpofition. He fent back the propofals to Mr. Banks 
with halfa guinea (the fubfcription-money) wrapt up in a paper 
containing the following lines: 

May thefe put meney in thy purfe, 

For take my word for’t, I’ve read worfe. 

We affure Mr. Mozeen that he fhall never be the worfe for 

our word, | 


26, Satire, a Poem. 4to. Pr. ts. Nicoll. 


The verfification of this piece is not abfolutely defpicable; but 
we own we cannot find out its meaning, or what vice it is in- 
tended to fatirize, unlefs it is the author’s own want of tafte, 
difcernment, and precifion, 


27. Homer 
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27. Homer Traveftie: Being a new Burk/fque Tranflation of the 
Ten Firft Books of the iad. By the Tranflator. Vol. 11. Small 
8vo. 25.6d. Hooper. 


We not only confirm the pardon which we iffued * in favour 
of this author, but moft heartily thank him for the very laugh- 
able entertainment he has afforded us by the publication of 
this fecond volume, which we think in many refpeéts fuperior 
to the firft, and we moft earneftly recommend it to all the true 
fons of Comus. Witnefs our hands, 

(L. S.) The Critica Reviewers. 





28, An Elegiac Poem, occaftoned by the much lamented Death of the 
Rev. Mr. Phocion Henley, ce. 420. Pr. 6d, Hood. 

When a young practitioner inliterature compofes an elegy, or 
a funeral fermon, on the death of a friend, he is apt to miftake 
a warm affection for poetical fire, and piteous lamentation for 
pathetic expreflion. While the fervour continues, he fends his 
compofition to the prefs. ‘The world receives it with a perfe& 
infenfibility; and the author, when he grows cool and impar- 
tial, repents of his hafty publication. The elegy before us is of 
this kind: the author will receive no great honour by his per- 
formance ; and the late worthy reétor of Black Friars (though 
this efflay is intended ‘ to perpetuate his memory’) would. have 
ye derived more pofthumous reputation from a wooden monument 

near a country church. Take a fpecimen: 





‘ With foul ferene the fummons he receiv’d, 
And God’s unfailing promifes believ’d : 

That whoin Wifdom’s paths delight fhall take, 
He'll never leave, his mercy’ll ne’r forfake,’ 


29. The Ufefulnefs and Abufes of Philofopiy in Matters of Religion, A 
Sermon preached at the Vifitation of the Right Reverend William 
Lord Bifkop of Gloucelter, holden at Stroud-Water, on Wednef- 
day, May 30, 1764. 2y John White, D. D. late Fellow of 
All-Souls College, Oxford. Publifhed by Defre of the Bifbop. 
8ve. Pr. 6d. Rivington. 


The author has taken for his text the following words, from 
Col. ii. 8. ** Beware left any man {poil you through philofophy 
and vain deceit, after the tradition of men, after the rudiments 
of the world, and not after Chrift.” Jn illuftrating this paffage, 
he obferves—That ‘ there were, in the days of the apoftles, 
{ome bold oftentatiousmen, who, from the traditionary opinions 
of the antient fages, and the enthufiafin of their own conceits, 





* See Critical Review, vol. xiii. p. 519. 
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had framed a motly compofition of philofophical and religious 
tenets, which they were fondly zealous to fupport ; and having 
moreover, from the prevalence of the faith, and the curiofity of 
their own temper, adopted fome fuperficial notions of Chriftian 
do&rine; they thought themfelves amply qualified to commence 
le&turers and reformers-of the church; and under the pretence 
of fuperior knowledge, and underflanding all myfteries, obtruded 
many baneful herefies and perplexing fuperftitions upon the 
minds of the primitive converts ;’ and that ‘ as foon as St. Paul 
had intelligence of this confufion, he, with an honeft indigna- 
tion, oppofed himfelf to the occafions of it, and endeavoured to 
purify the hearts of thofe who had been corrupted by thefe 
fplendid fallacies ; and to reconcile them to the fimplicity of the 
golpel, as the truth ts in Fefus.’ 

The do&or writes like a man of learning; and endeavours 
to afcertain the proper limits of reafon and pholofophy, like a 
good orthodox divine. 


30. Bufy-Bodies Anatemized: or, A Succin@ Defcription of one of 
the moft Mifchievous Charad&ers of the Prefent Ave. With a Pre- 
fatory Addre/s to the Public. By James How, M. A.- ReGor of 
St. Margaret’s Lothbury, London; and of Milton next 
Gravefend, Kent, and Author of the Reformed Prodigal. 8vo. 
Pr. is. Dilly. 


The text which our author has prefixed to thefe difcourfes is 
very laconic ; it is Bufy-Bodies. He fhortened it, he fays, 
to make it portable: for the fame reafon he fhould have fhorten- 
ed his book. He informs us, that he preached thefe fermons 
nine years ago ; and therefore, gentle reader, you may expect 
to find them very correct. He muft indeed, according to his 
own account, have taken abundance of pains; for he has conf- 
dered, decyphered, delineated, endeavoured, painted, expofed, anatomized, 
and made an end of, this mifchievous character. 

We fhall prefent our readers with a part of it. 

When thefe bufy bodies * have talked their talk out, done 
pumping and pumped the pump dry, afked as many rude and 
impertinent queftions as their bufy heads can fuggeft, and load- 
ed themfelves with all the filthy intelligence they can pick up 
at one houfe, away they wander to another, full of bufinefs and 





yet having nothing to do, I mean that would be of fervice to. 


them, and there they begin again, and run on much in the fame 
impertinent manner as before; and fo from one houfe to ano- 
ther, prating all day long, till they have run themfelves out of 
breath, and their fpirits are quite exhaufted with the toil of the 
day.’ 

We fhall not attempt to exprefs our fentiments in regard to 
the merit of this performance; for, if we fhould, the author 


would cali us-——Bu/y-Bodies. 
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